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H^PKlThesia Abstract N Shiel B.A 
The Episode of Garausius and Allectus. with particular reference 
to the Numismatic Evidence. 
This thesis i s a study of the decade from 287-296 when B r i t a i n 
was a separate empire under the control of the usirrpers Carausius 
and Allectus. I t provides the f u l l e s t analysis so f a r of the 
l i t e r a r y evidence which gives a basic framework for the history 
of the period. This evidence i s very limited i n extent, and 
suffers i n great measure from the defects of bias i n the case 
of the e a r l i e r accounts and gross inaccuracy i n the case of the 
l a t e r ones. The scant epigraphic evidence, consisting of the 
one Carausian milestone, has been included i n the section on 
l i t e r a r y evidence. 
There i s a considerable body of numismatic evidence for 
Carausius and Allectus which has been both used to complement 
that of the written accounts and also studied i n i t s own right. 
A corpus of a l l hoards, gold and s i l v e r coins, and BRI coins 
known at the time of v/riting has been assembled, and a general 
survey made of s i t e finds and other p a r t i c u l a r l y d i s t i n c t i v e 
groups such.as the 'Rouen' antoniniani. The coins i n most 
important collections have been examined and those from 
Richborough, as the largest group from one s i t e , used to 
produce various s t a t i s t i c s or test various theories. 
I t has therefore been possible to draw some conclusions as to 
the location of mints, the sequence and size of issues, the 
distribution of men and resources, the po l i c i e s of the two 
usurpers and the history of the period i n general. Many 
problems and uncertainties s t i l l remain for which there can be 
no convincing solution at present because of the lack of 
evidence. For some of these, possible solutions have been 
suggested but excessive speculation, which has bedevilled 
t h i s subject i n the past, has been avoided. 
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Introduction 
The period of Carausius and Allectus lasted only a decade but 
because of i t s special nature i t has captured the imagination 
of many students of Romano-British history as has no comparable 
period. • • I t i s l e s s well documented than much of the Roman 
occupation and t h i s has helped to promote the interest i n i t 
as the absence of very much incontrovertible evidence made i t 
easy for those who presumed to compose th e i r own accounts of 
the past. The upsurge of interest i n the eighteenth century 
saw the production of two books about Carausius, one by the 
Frenchman Genebrier; the other by the Englishman, Stukeley. 
Neither work shows a very great concern for accuracy or displays 
much c r i t i c a l acumen, p a r t i c u l a r l y by modem standards. The 
Medallic Histoiy of Carausius by Stukeley may rather be seen a 
masterpiece of ingenuity. Some attempt at l i s t i n g the 
v a r i e t i e s of coin types was a t l e a s t being made, and as 
i n t e r e s t grew i n the subject and numismatics i n general more 
was written about individ\ial coins or whole collections. 
Mionnet provided one such l i s t i n g and Akerman another. The 
advent of the Numismatic Chronicle provided a particular 
stimulus to the rapid growth i n the volume of important 
published material on the subject. Cohen's monumental work 
became standard for these coins along with the re s t of the 
Roman Imperial Series. There has, however, always been a 
sizeable following of what may be called the Stukeley tradition. 
That i s to say writers, who were more concerned with the undoubtedly 
a t t r a c t i v e romantic aspects of the episode. As the B r i t i s h 
Empire reached i t s zenith and i t s naval supremacy was 
l U 
unchallenged, the temptation to draw p a r a l l e l s with the bold 
sea-farer who had established an e a r l i e r ' B r i t i s h Empire', 
founded and maintained by sea power v/as i r r e s i s t a b l e . Caxausius' 
background, bom a Menapian, even prompted an American 
Dutchman, John Watts De Peyster, to write a book about him 
as a means of eulogising the Dutch race. To the B r i t i s h he 
says, 'Your only true sailor-king Carausius - the f i r s t to 
divine the soiirce and course of England's future - was a 
Menapian, a Hollander'. 
By the twentieth century much new material had been discovered 
i n excavations or i n hoards since Cohen's l i s t i n g , and i n 
1906 and 1907 there appeared i n the Numismatic Chronicle the 
f i r s t major treatment of Carausius' and Allectus' coinage from 
a modem standpoint of c r i t i c a l analysis. This work, neverthe-
l e s s contained many factual errors and i s deficient on several 
points of interpretation. These were to some extent remedied, 
when the same author produced an updated version of the work 
twenty fiv e years l a t e r to form the relevant section of R.I.C. 
That s t i l l remains the standard work of reference althoiigh 
many new v a r i e t i e s have been published since i t s appearance, 
and many mistakes have been observed i n i t s l i s t i n g s . The 
most s i g n i f i c a n t advance as regards the interpretation of 
the coins has been Carson's treatment of the sequence marks 
of the two usurpers. Several other valuable observations 
remain scattered through pages of various journals and 
monographs. 
This thesis seeks to bring together a l l that i s of value that 
has been written or said about the subject, and to make an 
independent contribution of i t s ovm. I have, on several 
occasions, drawn attention to the errors i n the corpus given, 
i n R.I.C, but have not attempted to provide a replacement save 
i n the case of the s i l v e r and gold coins. The nature of the 
evidence i s such that only i n certain cases can problems be 
said to have been anything l i k e resolved. The i n t e r l i n k i n g 
of certain coins has, for example, enabled advances to be made 
i n dealing with mint location and chronology. No doubt i f . 
every single extant coin were compared for die l i n k s then a 
more complete picture would have emerged but a l i m i t had to be 
drawn somewhere for t h i s work, and a comprehensive study of 
the smaller groups of coins such as the gold, s i l v e r and 
the Rouen antoniniani together with what emerged generally, 
seemed the most profitable use of the time available. 
I n c o l l a t i n g information of various sorts from other sources, 
I have t r i e d to achieve a balance between an absolute coverage 
and an inadequate coverage. I have thus provided f u l l details 
for points which derive from, obscijre sources or which have 
never been published before, but have deemed i t su f f i c i e n t 
simply to give references to material which i s f a i r l y e a s i l y 
accessible. Some hoards, therefore, receive rather more scant 
treatment than others, because they are f u l l y documented 
elsewhere i n prominent journals; and some of the l i t e r a r y 
sources are reproduced i n f u l l because printed texts of them 
are not readily available. I n the interests of brevity 
without loss of c l a r i t y I have t r i e d to make footnote 
references i n a simple rather than a complex form, especially 
when the same work i s cited on several occasions. F u l l 
d e t a i l s of a l l such works may be found i n the bibliography. 
The l i t e r a r y and epigraphic sources have been examined at 
greater length than previously to see how f a r they can 
contribute to any accurate understanding of the period, some 
d i f f i c u l t i e s have been resolved and as many fresh ones 
discovered. The r e s t of the thesis deals with the 
numismatic evidence i n i t s various aspects and i s a combined 
study of how the coinage system worked and what i t can t e l l 
us about the history of the period. Had there been easy 
answers to the problems raised by this subject, thej(would 
have been discovered during the past two centuiiBS. I n writing 
t h i s thesis I have raised as many d i f f i c u l t i e s as I have 
removed but such i s the nature of a subject such as this 
that many points must remain i n doubt because of sheer lack 
of evidence. A l l I may claim i s to have attempted to improve 
upon and add to what has been done before me by others, and 
to produce a f u l l e r treatment of the episode of Carausius 
and Allectus. This w i l l , I hope, be seen not so much as a 
f i n a l solution but as a foundation on which to base further 
research as new evidence comes to l i g h t . 
Chapter One 
L i t e r a r y and Epigraphic Evidence 
L i t e r a r y 
a) Panegyricus Maximiano Dictus (289) chs. XI ff. 
I n c e r t i Panegyricus Constantio Caesari Dictus (296) chs.V f f . 
b) Aurelius Victor De Caesaribus chs. XXXIX f f . (56O AJ).) 
Eutropius Brev. Hist. Rom.Bk.IX ^  Sect. 21 f f . (570 AD.) 
Orosius Paulus Historiae adv.Paganos. Bk.Vll ch .25. (4I8 AD.) 
c) Bede Historia E c c l e s i a s t i c a Gentis Anglorum 
Bk.I,ch.6. (731 AD.) 
Nennius Historia Britonum chs.XIX - XX . (796 AD.) 
Geoffrey of Monmouth His t o r i a Regum Britanniae 
Bk.V, chs. 3-4- (1150 AD.) 
Robert of Gloucester Chronicle B k . l l •! 1721ff (1280 AD) 
Richard of Cirencester De S i t u Britanniae 
Ek 1, s e c t . I l l and IV; 
Bk 11, sect.,XXX (d. I40I AD) 
(forged by Bertram c.1750; exposed by 
Woodward i n G.M. for 1866-7) 
John of Fordun Chronica Gentis Scotorum chs 27ff (1450 AD.) 
Hector Boethius History of the Scots Bk.Vl . (1530 AD.) 
d) Prosper T^yro 'Carausius siunpta purpura Britannias occupavit! 
Hieronymus chron. a Abr. 2305 
Diocletian yr; 3 - !Carausius sumpta purpura Britannias occupavit'. 
" yr . 15 - .'Post decern annos per Asclepiodotum 
praefectum praetorio Britanniae receptae'. 
Jordanes Rom.297. 
••Quo tempore (sc.Diocletiani) Carausius sumpta 
purpura Britannias occupavit.' 
Polemii S i l v i o Latere I 59 P. 522 
'Carausius et Allectus i n Britannia tyranni fuerunt'. 
Ann. B o l l . 9 II6. 12. Passio Typassii 
'In Britannia Carausius rebellaverat' 
Zonaras Ann/;XL1 31' ( i n Corpus Script. Hist. Byz. Bonn I844). 
iK.O'u rT6v*rtf. T ' u v t i j v / v-r i - * * vua V -t-v^v 
V / 
John of Antioch. Pr.164 ( c f F.G.H. IV, p 6OI) 
O v u fern- l^i_ov<>.vjT c^voo V< »<«-»«• uo^ "^ "-S 
/ _ / / ^ N 
oTT^^uoou <»tJ*T£ " r o i . ^ ^5o-wi-X6c»or«,»» ••nfenfcyu.Titv^ 
n uarr-Tfeo tr-*^ • VO ' u p e fc^>j »/'0'«- T O c v / o v wnA T o o 
* ' ' • V * 
Helinandus Passio S Sereonis et Sociorum. ch I sects 10, l6. 
( i n J P Migne. Patrologiae Latinae v o l . 212 p. 765-6). 
10 'Deinde Ifeximianus Augustus, coadunato exercitu, permisto 
tamen fidelium et infidelium coitu, festinus Alpium juga 
transgrediens, Galliae appropinguabat, soloque adventu suo 
Amando et Aeliando ducibus tumultus memorati p e r t e r r i t i s , 
s e d i t i o n i s i l l i u s tempestatem pertinaciter excitatam, f a c i l e 
sine sui exercitus damno sedebat. Comperto vero quod Carausius 
quidam n o b i l i s , insidias contra Romani fines imperii moliretur. 
Qui tamen procurator constitutus erat provinciae, quae est 
iuxta Oceanum, ubi Franci, iam secundo sedibus suis expulsi, 
iuxta Gallorum et Saxonum confinia consederunt, misit i l l u c per 
Rheni fluminis alveura partem sui exercitus, cuius m i l i t a r e 
v i r t u t e nefarius cassaretur inceptus 
16 Tandem optatis l o c u p l e t a t i s p o l i i s , cm exercitu reliquo, 
quia Carausius i l l e fugiens, sese i n Britanniam t r a n s t u l i t , 
perviam qua venerant, l a e t i pro scelere regressi sunt. Eodem vero 
tempore de LJauritania, quae est pars Africae, finitimisque 
regionibus, m i l i t e s ab imperatore propter frequentes Gallorum 
tumultus evocati, i n Galliam venerunt. 
Commentary 
a) Pan.Max.Dict. 
This i s addressed to Ifiaximian i n person at the outset of his naval 
expedition i n the spring of 2 8 9 I t has generally been assumed 
that whenever exactly Carausius usurped, 286 or 287, a l l the time 
from then on down to 289 was needed by Maximian fo r the building 
of t h i s f l e e t to use against him. Carausius had taken the channel 
f l e e t so Maximian did indeed have to assemble something completely 
new,but throughout Roman history from the time of the Punic Wars on, 
f l e e t s had been b u i l t i n times of necessity, i n much less than 
three years. I n any case the panegyric i t s e l f says ( c h . x i i ) 
"Toto fere anno ..." was the time taken not only to build the 
ships but also ... "ut navalia texeretur". "Hiems ipsatemperiem 
veris imitata est" must refer to the winter of 288/89, immediately 
preceeding the paJiegyric, so Maximian must have commenced these 
preparations sometime early i n 288. This i s at the very least 
reckoning a f u l l year a f t e r Carausius' usurpation, lilaximian clearly 
regarded that usurpation as a serious matter so the fact that he 
did not set s a i l against him u n t i l the spring of 289 although i t 
had only taken him a year to get his f l e e t ready leaves at least 
a whole year to be explained away. 
Carausius' channel command had been based on Boulogne, the ideal 
f l e e t base fo r naval operations i n the channel and North Sea. 
A 
Maximian set o f f against him from Treves, many hundreds of miles 
from the sea and on the face of i t , i n no way suitable for launching 
a naval attack on B r i t a i n . Chlorus did not choose to use i t for 
either division of his f l e e t i n 296. I t was Maximian's 
headquarters but that hardly seems s u f f i c i e n t j u s t i f i c a t i o n . 
Even i f Carausius had devastated the harbour i n s t a l l a t i o n s at 
Boulogne before he l e f t , as Maximian had to bu i l d navalia from 
scratch anyway then Boulogne would s t i l l have been a much better 
place from which to operate. That he did not do so suggests that 
i t was not i n his pov/er. Chlorus recovered Boulogne i n 293 
but i t i s not certain f o r how long before that date i t had been 
i n Carausius' control. Numismatic evidence suggests strongly 
that there was only a very li m i t e d occupation and i t i s scarcely 
compatible with Boulogne and i t s environs, having been i n 
Carausius' hands throughout the period of his usurpation. The 
tenor of the h i s t o r i c a l sources i s that Carausius sp e c i f i c a l l y 
crossed to B r i t a i n and took the f l e e t with him. The seat of the 
usurpation would naturally be the subject of most of the attention 
of such sources but i t would surely not have gone unmentioned 
had Carausius maintained a Gallic foothold throughout. The 
passage ... "Milites v e s t r i ad Oceanum pervenere v i c t o r i a , iam 
caesorum i n i l l o l i t o r e hostium sanguiriem reciproci fluctus 
sorbuerunt" could possibly refer to clashes between Maximians' 
troops and Carausius' supporters holding the Gallic coastal 
t e r r i t o r y f o r him but the other soirrces seem at pains to point 
out that he took a l l his varied forms of support away over to 
B r i t a i n with him. I n any case i t i s not inherently l i k e l y that 
the native population would have risen i n his support i n such a 
way, especially i f they were not getting from him the protection 
from piracy that they expected. The language i s vague at th i s point 
and the hostes need have no particular connection with Carausius. 
Maximian was not Avithout general opposition i n the West. The 
Bagaudae had only recently been put down and Gaul generally had 
been something of a seat of disaffection f o r some time. I t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to see why Lfejcimian did not use Boulogne as his f l e e t 
base unless i t was held against him, yet there i s no evidence • 
to show that Carausius held i t at t h i s time,- and some that 
he did not. Presumably he faced opposition from hostes who formed, 
from Carausius* point of view, a most useful buffer without 
necessarily being a l l i e s . 
The f l o r i d language of the panegyric does not help the interpreta-
t i o n of s t r i c t veracity. The beginning of chapter X l l sounds l i k e 
an exaggerated expression of Carausius' helpless fear but could 
i t r e a l l y contain any indication of the movements of Maximians' 
troops ? ..."cum freturn i l l u d quo solo mortam suara hucusque 
remoratus est paene exercitus vestros videat ingressos oblitosque 
navium refugum mare secutos esse ..." places great emphasis on 
the channel as the only barrier between Carausius and a Maximian 
bent on the exaction of r e t r i b u t i o n and that t h i s i s novf about to 
be crossed by a f l e e t seeking to b a i t Carausius i n his l a i r . As 
A 
the f l e e t i s i n fact departing from Treves, many miles away from 
the channel, i t seems to be a considerable exaggeration to t a l k 
of almost having entered that s t r a i t . 
Exaggeration i s to be expected i n panegyrics and this i s no 
exception. The references to, "pulcherrima,e classes"... and "cunctis 
simul amnibus" can hardly mean that Maximian was f i t t i n g out fleets 
on a l l r i v e r s of Gaul. The Moselle, 'Fluvius hie noster'... i s 
where the action r e a l l y i s , v/ith the exaggeration simply for effect. 
Imprecision i s another problem i n using the panegyrics as h i s t o r i c a l 
sources as i t i s often d i f f i c u l t to know how f a r to accept a 
word at face value. Navalia i s a rather precise naval term 
which suggests rather more than mere generalisation for the 
nautical section of the narrative. There i s by no means a 
detailed account of the construction of the ships but, perhaps, 
'libumas' may be taken as rather more precise than a mere 
synonym f o r naves. 
The type of ship used ought to have direct bearing on the sort 
of expedition being undertaken. That the panegyric refers to 
libumians, therefore, i s of importance. I n more d i r e c t l y 
h i s t o r i c a l contexts t h i s word i s well enough attested and i n a 
2 5 precise manner. Description of Libumians are given by Casson-'^  
and Starr.^ Their essential qualities seem to have been l i g h t -
ness and sv/iftness. Casson^ call s them 'destroyer-like'. 
These were ideal ships f o r provincial f l e e t s concerned with pirate 
control rather than major naval engagements and would be suited to 
A 
a base up r i v e r such as Treves because of t h e i r limited size and 
draught. Starr comments,^ 'the r i v e r vessels on Trajan's 
column with t h e i r two v e r t i c a l l y d i s t i n c t rows of oaurs are 
probably to be considered Liburnians.' I t i s of course a moot 
point exactly what sort of ships made up Carausius f l e e t . I t 
too had been intended f o r pirate control primarily, a l b e i t on 
a large scale, and not f o r major sea battles. Even so i t had 
been based on a sea port and almost certainly contained some 
ships capable of c o n f l i c t at sea. I t i s very d i f f i c u l t to 
imagine, however, that Ilaximian could have set o f f with such 
ships as his from Treves vath any thought of a sea b a t t l e i n 7 mind, even allowing a more l i b e r a l interpretation of 'libumas'. 
I n any case Maximian was a soldier who would surely have known 
better than to tackle Carausius on his own element and so he must 
have been hoping to evade rather than engage his opponents ships 
and effe c t a landing. This was what proved to be so successful i n 
296. On that basis however, the whole scheme seems pa r t i c u l a r l y 
i l l conceived. The long and circuitous route from Treves to a 
l a n d f a l l i n B r i t a i n would give Carausius ample opportunity with 
even the most rudimentary intelligence service to be f u l l y 
prepared and on his guard at jus t the r i g h t moment. 
This panegyric i s p a r t i c u l a r l y f r u s t r a t i n g , then,as a h i s t o r i c a l 
source. As i t has no sequel the intentions must be interpreted 
from t h i s effusive, enthusiastic work with t h e i r eventual f a i l u r e 
as the only thing to be inferred f o r certain. I t remains possible 
that the v/hole level of the panegyric i s exaggerated and, therefore, 
transfortas a t r i p down r i v e r to pursue operations i n the general 
area i n which Maximian was campaigning a l i t t l e e a r l i e r , into an 
expedition to recover B r i t a i n . Even for a panegyric, however, 
that would be a considerable exaggeration and the t o t a l f a i l u r e 
so eloquently attested by the subsequent silence i s vihlikely to 
have been met with i n minor mopping up operations. I t i s possible 
that Carausius i n f l i c t e d a major defeat on liaximian. He o u ^ t to 
have been s u f f i c i e n t l y forewarned to have been able to"do that as 
soon as he entered open sea. I t i s also possible that the 
expedition, l i k e others before and af t e r i t , came to g r i e f 
because of the vreather. That th i s i s hinted at i n a subsequent 
panegyric i s no particular proof of t h i s as i t could jus t as 
easily be an o f f i c i a l excuse fo r a defeat. Whatever happened i t 
iQ now no longer possible to be certain of anything save that 
Carausius clearly came through unscathed whereas Maximian suffered 
a major setback. 
Incert. Pan. Constantio Caes. d i e t . 
This panegyric was delivered on the f i r s t of March, 297 following 
the recovery of B r i t a i n i n the previous year, by Constantius and 
his subordinates. The time chosen f o r delivery seems to have been 
the anniversary of Constantius' elevation to the ranlc of Caesar i n 
295. I t i s an account of events successfully accomplished, given 
a f t e r the event and thus d i f f e r e n t from 289 panegyric to I'laximian. 
'Statim itaque Gallias tuas, Caesar, veniendo f e c i s t i ' . Extensive 
campaigns i n Gaul are not mentioned. Constantius had been involved, 
i n campaigning there before his o f f i c i a l elevation to the position 
f o r which he was cle a r l y already designate, and upon his - elevation 
the recovery followed s w i f t l y . A l l that seems to have stood against 
him was Boulogne, the one outpost of Carausius' strength beyond 
his own shores. There i s no indication that he ever held very 
much more than t h i s small t e r r i t o r y . 
' i l l i s olim mari f r e t i s ... ademit Oceanum'. This refers to the 
plan whereby Carausius' men were blockaded i n Boulogne both by 
land and sea; and taken i n conjunction with, 'portum i l i u m , qui 
piratae, ne suis opem f e r r e t , occlusus fuisset,...' suggests that 
t h i s was as much to keep reinforcements out as to keep those 
besieged within. The blockade constructed to achieve t h i s , as 
described here, cannot have been the work of a day or two but 
must, even allowing, as ever, f o r rhetorical exaggeration, have 
taken a considerable time. The panegyric i t s e l f says, ' t o t 
dierum ac noctium...' Descriptive details are kept to a minimum 
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and much i s l e f t to the imagination 'omnem i l i u m sinum portus, 
quem s t a t i s vicibus aestus a l t e m a t , defixis i n aditu trabibus 
ingestisque saxis invium navibus r e d i d i s t i . ' This does not 
appear to have been intended as a sol i d barrier, after the fashion 
of a breaJcvYater. The purpose was the prevention of ships from 
passing through, not water. Beams must, therefore, have been 
embeded i n the shallows at low tide and boulders placed among 
them i n such a way that the movement of the water was not greatly 
impeded, nor the boulders themselves r o l l e d away. The water 
clear l y must have passed through this construction or else i t would 
g 
have eventually risen over or roujid i t as i t flowed down stream. 
Whatever the exact details the purpose was clear enough and i t 
seems to have worked. 
The panegyric provides but l i t t l e evidence concerning the actual 
f a l l of Boulogne; i t s concern i s rather f o r dramatic effect and 
hyperbole ...'cum, statim atque obsidionem necessitas et clementiae 
vestrae fides solverat, ead.em claustra qui primus incubuit aestus...' 
'ITecessitas' implies a long siege and •clementiae vestrae fides' 
siiggests that Constantius offered the besieged reasonable terms i n 
order to bring things to a conclusion. Where was Carausius ? 'ne 
suis opem f e r r e t . . . ' ^ refers to the help that those besieged i n 
Boulogne expected from over the channel, but i t does not seem to 
have even materialised. Constantius must have seen i t as a real 
danger, however, otherwise his mole need not have been so grand. 
He would, presumably, have been able to effect a capitulation by 
reasonable terms much sooner had his enemy not held out i n i t i a l l y 
at least, i n hope of succour ... ' n i s i aedificandis navibus dari 
tempus r e i necessitudo suasisset....' shows that Constantius had 
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no f l e e t to speak of so that clearly could not be what held • 
Carausius away. Had i t done so then the panegyric v/ould certainly 
not have omitted i t from i t s eulogy of Constantiud great deeds, 
but such a f l e e t would have i n any case, obviated the necessity 
f o r the mole. 
'Gesoriacensibus muris...' was where the main action took place: 
Constantius was leading an army against a town. The silence of 
the panegyric on the point shows that no attempts to relieve 
Boulogne by land had to be beaten o f f . Carausius' support i n 
Gaul was a l l within Boulogne and he does not seem to have made 
any attempt to cross and land troops to raise the blockade. 
Rouen, the supposed s i t e of one of his mints, does not figure at 
a l l i n these events as they are related i n the panegyric. 
Carausius does not seem to have been prepared for t h i s contingency 
and when i t came,his grip on the a f f a i r s of state i n B r i t a i n seems 
to have been quickly eroded u n t i l Allectus replaced him. 
Carausius was, i f not the only problem that Maximian had faced i n 
the West, then certainly .one of the more important ones. He goes 
beyond the t m t h f o r the sake of propaganda with his AUGGG 
coins, and the 'fraternal' issues,suggesting open and f u l l 
recognition of his equality had been forthcoming from the other 
two f r a t r e s , but i t seems probable that after 289 he was l e f t 
alone and unprovoked so that other problems could f i r s t be solved. 
This may have been why Constantius*official elevation to the 
status of a Caesar was delayed u n t i l he was ready to st r i k e a 
di r e c t blov/ at Carausius' power, rather than destroy his i l l u s i o n 
before being i n a position to deal with him. I t i s also possible. 
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though a l i t t l e remarkable, that no ships were b u i l t between 
289-293 f o r the same reason, f o r such a policy would have been a 
very clear i m p l i c i t recognition of Carausius*right to be l e f t i n 
peace, the pax he so enthusiastically promoted as the watchword 
of his regime. There was ample time f o r ships to have been got 
ready to support Constantius'assault on Boulogne, but there were 
none. Carausius seems to have been successfully humoured u n t i l 
the time was ri p e . The comparative ease with which Allectus 
seems to have been able to succeed Carausius, the fact that he 
survived f o r three more years and was able to mount a resistance 
to the invasion when i t came,suggest strongly that Carausius' 
policies of fr a t e r n i s a t i o n were not without their opponents. At 
the very least they were not greatly valued by those who mattered 
i n the B r i t i s h hierarchy. I t seems a tame end for Carausius' 
that he should have been duped by Maximian and Constantius, then 
discredited and defeated and f i n a l l y , despite the renouncement of 
his erstwhile brothers to which his l a s t issue of coins bears • 
witness, replaced by Allectus; yet there i s a case to be mB,de 
even from t h i s l i m i t e d evidence that i t was so. The mediaeval 
accounts preserve or promote a strand of the story i n which 
Allectus was i n some way acting, i n i t i a l l y , f o r the central 
powers but whether or not he was a party to any deception of 
Carausius at t h e i r i n s t i g a t i o n before 293 must remain i n the 
realms of speculation. 
The panegyric provides an account of Carausius' usurpation and 
gives some facts about the support on which he depended. This 
i s done i n a general v/ayj however, with no thought f o r d e t a i l 
or h i s t o r i c a l veracity. Carausius, inevitably, i s v i l i f i e d , 
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'nefario l a t r o c i n i o . . . ' 'fugiente pirata...' but some sort of 
general picture comes through. The 'classe quae olim Gallias 
tuebatur' v/as presumably the channel f l e e t of which Carausius 
had been given the command i n the struggle against the pirates. 
The exact na,ture of th i s f l e e t i s uncertain. The latest 
reference to the old Classis Britannica dates to much earli e r 
i n the t h i r d c e n t u r y T h e r e must have been such a f l e e t 
throughout the century, however run down i t may have become, 
f o r B r i t a i n was not cut o f f from the continent and t h i s meant 
that transport by sea was necessary.^^ I t i s presumably because 
of the threat inherent i n such a f l e e t , especially when enlarged 
as i t almost certainly was f o r Carausius' command against the 
pirates, that there does not appear to have been a classis of any 
great size based i n the channel af t e r the 296 recovery. 
... . ' a e d i f i c a t i s praeterea plurimis i n nostrum modum navibus'. 
This may be l i t t l e other than inference and exaggeration, to the 
end that Constantius'success or rather Maxiraians' f a i l u r e may be 
seen i n a more favourable l i g h t . Carausius took a l l the ships 
i n that comer of the empire, so immediate sea-borne reprisals 
were impossible. He knew they would almost certainly come 
however, so i t i s reasonable to assume he enlarged his f l e e t , 
and that the ships he b u i l t were i n the same style as those he 
already had. There i s nothing to suggest he was concerned to 
bu i l d ships f o r use i n other waters around his domain such as 
the I r i s h Sea. 
...'occupata legione Romana...' This must refer to troops i n 
B r i t a i n . I t i s obvious that Carausius must have had t h e i r 
support or his regime would have been untenable. He must have 
had the support not of one legion only, however, but of a l l 
the troops i n the provinces. This use of legio i s probably best 
seen as a general name f o r a body of Roman troops associated 
with a given area. I t could refer to the body of troops a l l o t t e d 
to him f o r his i n i t i a l command, to which the legionary coins 
bear witness. This collection of detiachments could well have been 
called a legio; but the tone, of the passage strongly suggests 
that those won over here were over and above any v/ho had already 
been i n his service. I f this does refer to the troops i n B r i t a i n 
i n general, i t implies that Carausius met with l i t t l e or no 
opposition. This runs counter to the mediaeval accounts but 
seems more r e l i a b l e on the point. 
... 'interclusis aliquot peregrinorum militum cuneis'. This i s 
even less precise than the l a s t and almost suggests that the 
whole passage i s l i t t l e more than formulaic, applied to the 
current circumstances, with squadrons of auxiliary troops an 
inevitable adjunct to the legionaries. What i s meant by 
'in t e r c l u s i s ' ? I f i t refers simply to the fact that there were 
a u x i l i a r y troops i n B r i t a i n when Carausius usurped and that by 
doing so he rendered them • i n t e r c l u s i ' , then i t i s simply a 
statement of the obvious at best. I f i t refers to a c t i v i t y 
on the Gallic coast then i t would be more significant as an 
indication of the extent of Carausius' sphere of influence i n 
these early days. There i s . however, nothing further to suggest 
that i t does, so the former alternative must be assumed. 
... 'contractis ad dilectum mercatoribus Gallicanis'. From the 
time of his f i r s t appointment as commander of the f l e e t Carausius 
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must have had contacts with Gallic merchants. They w i l l have 
seen him and his.men as a potential source of great income. When 
Carausius usurped, however, i t would have been too risky to have 
carried- on any commerce with him across the channel, so thi s can 
only mean that some of these men were prepared to go over and 
chance t h e i r fortunes with him i n B r i t a i n . They cannot have 
been very many and are presumably included i n the panegyric f o r 
variety and general eff e c t . 
... ' s o l l i c i t a t i s per spolia ipsarum provinciarum, non mediocribus 
copiis barbarorum'. The panegyric p a r t i c u l a r l y emphasises and 
exaggerates the part played by such troops i n the armies of the 
usurpers. As far as possible, though not enti r e l y (occupata 
Legione Romana) Roman forces are absolved from direct involvement. 
This becomes p a r t i c u l a r l y apparent i n the description of the 
f i n a l b a t t l e from v/hich a l l but Allectus' mercenaries are 
s p i r i t e d away. The recruitment of mercenaries as such was not a 
Roman practise. This does not mean that troops from beyond the 
f r o n t i e r were not recruited into the Roman armies. Carausius 
himself i s the obvious example of t h ^ t . They were recruited and 
trained to become integrated with the Imperial.army system and 
did not form private armies of t h e i r o\m 'on hire' to an emperor. 
Carausius had risen through such a system and just as the ships 
he would b u i l d would be based on those currently i n use i n the 
Roman f l e e t , so surely the organisation and recruitment of his 
armies v^ould be based on what he was used to. The purpose of the 
panegyric i n saying t h i s i s clearly to heighten the tone of 
condemnation; to shov/ the defeated enemy i n the worst possible 
l i g h t . The contrast between 'spolia ipsarum provincianan' and 
'non mediocribus copiis barbarorum' i s pa r t i c u l a r l y strong i n th i s 
respect, although i f Carausius did b u i l d up a store of wealth i n 
the form of confiscated pirate booty; and he must have seen 
t h i s as a necessary pre-requisite f o r usurpation; there i s 
some measure of t r u t h i n t h i s . 
The panegyric then goes on to make what i s usually taken ais a 
veiled allusion to llaximians' naval expedition i n 289. I t i s 
very concerned to avoid imputing any credit to Carausius and, 
s t i l l more, aany blame to Maximian. The weather i s made to take 
the blame and even t h i s i s by no means clearly enough expressed 
f o r i t to be certain tha.t there i s a reference to the 289 a f f a i r . 
I t was obviously a very delicate "subject. The panegyric does go 
so f a r as to say, 'his omnibus ad munia nautica f l a g i t i i i l l i u s 
auctoram magisterio eruditio' which makes the point that hov/ever 
f e l i c i t o u s the elements may have been i n the event, Carausius 
vms not content simply to t r u s t to them but saw to i t that his 
followers became an e f f i c i e n t maritime force. This i s as near 
as the panegyric ever comes to the more direct statements of the 
historians concerning Carausius' s k i l l s i n naval warfare. 
The panegyric, as well as avoiding direct mention of the 289 
a f f a i r i n particular, i s generally vague concerning the length of 
time Carausius was able to survive unchecked;.. Great care was 
taken to f l a t t e r the imperial might, 'exercitibus autem vestris 
l i c e t i n v i c t i s v i r t u t e ' but these soldiers, however brave, had 
the excuse that they were not sai l o r s , ' i n re maritiraa novis'. 
Here, by implication, Carausius*men had a clear advantage as the 
majority were i n re maritima p e r i t i while the rest, the new 
r e c r u i t s , had the benefit of his train i n g and leadership. This 
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i s made the prime excuse as to why Carausius was taken so 
seriously at a l l . G alletier seems worth quoting here, 'nous 
A f 
sumes que l e plus miserable des actes de p i r a t e r i e avait pris les 
proportions d'une guerre perileuse et gigantesque' as his 
translfation nicely captures the dichotomy of the panegyric 
as i t seeks to achieve a balance between b e l i t t l i n g the usurpers 
and extolling,the v i r t u e of defeating them. Carausius, f o r a l l 
that may, indeed must, i n context of a panegyric, be said against 
hira, has s t i l l , somehow, to remain strong enough to have defied 
the might of Maximian and to have established an independent 
regime which lasted ten years. 
The l o g i c a l progression seems p a r t i c u l a r l y weak around the issue 
of the inclement weather. Perhaps this has led to an u n c r i t i c a l 
assumption that t h i s must be a reference to Maxiraians' expedition 
of 289. A closer examina.tion of the Latin suggests that the 
a f f a i r s of 289 are not being referred to at this point. 'Diuturna 
sceleris impunitas' i s not precise but would lose much of i t s 
point i f i t s application were to be re s t r i c t e d to the years down 
to and including 289. 'adeo ut iam communis poenae timore 
deposito archipiratam satelles occideret', strongly sizggests a 
sequence of events t i e d up \Tith the replacement of Carausius by 
Allectus. I t may seem out of place to quibble over such a 
narrow dating sequence i n dealing with such unreliable material 
as t h i s but 295 seems clearly a better context here than 289. 
Wha.t i s perhaps the key word i s 'vestram'. I n a panegyric 
directed s p e c i f i c a l l y to Constantius t h i s must refer to his 
v i c t o r y rather than to anything of Maximians. This does not 
appear out of the blue as Constantius'exploits at Boulogne have 
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been described. I f t h i s great deed, achieved so soon aft e r his 
elevation to the rank of Caesar, i s regarded as the 'victoriam 
vestram', then the rest f a l l s into place more easily. The 289 
a f f a i r was l i t t l e enough to do with Constantius and could i n no 
way bring him cr e d i t . I t was best l e f t out altogether from a 
v i c t o r y panegyric to him. I t , rather, seems to have been f e l t 
necessary to account f o r the delay between Constantius' victory 
i n 293» and that i n 296.'consilio intermissum esse bellum' 
could on the face of i t refer to either 289 or 293 t u t i n this 
p a r t i c u l a r panegyric the need to explain v/hy Constahtius did not 
follow up his v i c t o r y at Boulogne by sv/eeping Carausius away 
altogether i s obviously much greater. The velocitas whereby 
the panegyric sweeps through from the act of usurpation to 
Carausius' death i n one chapter, might seem to m i l i t a t e against 
this,but t h i s may be explained by the v/riters desire- to make the 
usurpation seem as short as possible. I t was not his task to 
dwell upon the d u r a b i l i t y of a hostile regime but on the way i t 
v/as brought to a h a l t . 
Chapter thirteen hastens on to expovmd the consilium whereby the 
war against Carausius was temporarily dropped. Constantius had 
problems to cope with i n Gaul, protecting his flanks. Maximian 
i s introduced in t o the narrative at this point i n such a way as 
to render i t even less l i k e l y that the 'Victorian vestram' could 
i n any way be his. Events are given scant treatment x i n t i l the 
main business of the panegyric i s reached with the beginning of 
the expedition of 296 against Allectus. I n 293 Allectus may 
have usurped on the theme of continued defiance,trusting to the 
natural defence provided by the sea. By 296 he i s said, ... 
•non mimitus esset oceano, sed inclusus'. 
The most important theme of the climax of the panegyric i s 
the part played by Constantius himself present at the recovery. 15 
However l i t t l e part he seems to have played i n r e a l i t y , i t was thxs 
that had to be eulogised i n lavish manner to f u l f i l l the purpose 
of the panegyric. Asclepiodotus, the praetorian prefect who 
seems to have been c h i e f l y responsible f o r the victory, i s nowhere 
mentioned d i r e c t l y by name i n the panegyric. The climatic conditions 
are now used i n such a way as to heighten the bravery of the 
lauded Caesar and mark out the inspiring effect of his presence, 
although, i t must be remembered, shortly before t h i s , they were 
offered as a sort of excuse f o r the delay i n pursuing the arch-
pirate across the sea i n 293- This i s not so much inconsistency 
as sheer panegyric. That Constantius was not i n fact present at 
a l l with the main f l e e t i s not r e a l l y made clear. The mention of 
'diversis classibus* may be meant to imply the equality of the 
two forces and leave i t to be assumed that as Constantius was 
with one i n person, 'a Gesoriacensi l i t o r e ... invectus', so 
was he i n s p i r i t with the other, 'quern Sequana amnis invexerat,' 
many miles away. This narrative gives Constantius*division as 
the one which set s a i l f i r s t ; not i n so many words, but this 
must be what i s meant by, 'irrevocabilem i n i e c i s t i mentis ardorem,' 
and, especially, 'ipse iam s o l u i t ' . 
The actual vic t o r y over Allectus was effected by the division 
under the command of Asclepiodotus which had sailed from what 
i s now Le Havre, and had made a l a n d f a l l somewhere on the central 
south coast of B r i t a i n . Prom t h i s point on i n the narrative the 
problems of interpretation increase. Eicholz, and those authors 
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whose views he summarises,show:, that the panegyric account 
admits to several possible reconstructions of. the downfall of 
Aliectus. I t i s d i f f i c u l t to make any progress without some 
speculation but the text does provide guidelines at least, 'ex 
ipsoium relatione* i s an important, i f simple point. The 
account must^at t h i s stage, be giving what i s basically the 
t r u t h even i f i t does so vaguely and with bias toward Constantius. 
That there vrere many eye v/itnesses to the prime events would have 
made a hollow sham of any panegyric which strayed too far from 
the t r u t h i n seeking to g l o r i f y i t s subject. iVhat simple, state-
ments of fact there are, ought, therefore, to.be accepted. 
There was a blanket of fog and thanks largely to i t Asclepiodotus 
was able to effect an unopposed landing somewhere near the I s l e of 
V/ight. Most of his f l e e t must have consisted of transport ships 
to f e r r y over his f i g h t i n g men, rather than warships ready to 
engage Allectus at sea. Asclepiodotus would, therefore, have 
f e l t that the worst was over once these men were landed and 
the ba r r i e r of the sea was breached and crossed. His h i s t r i o n i c 
gesture may have been simply to inflame his men for the f i n a l 
assault against a foe who had defied them so f a r only because 
of t h e i r lack of such ships. I t appears as a repudiation of 
Allectus' protecting element as soon as i t has been 'mastered'; 
'universis navibus suis- i n i e c i t ignes' must be true, however 
unnecessary or wasteful i t may appear now. 
What would Asclepiodotus have done had there been no fog? 
Allectus' main hope must have been to anticipate, intercept 
and attack any attempted invasion before, or as soon as i t 
landed. I t i s inconceivable that his f l e e t had become debilitated 
i n the short time since Carausius held power and however much he 
may have been Carausiua' i n f e r i o r i n naval matters, he must have 
had able subordinates. The circumstances facing Asclepiodotus 
were, therefore, d i f f e r e n t to those that had faced previous 
invasions or expeditions i n 55» 54 BC and 45AD. How far 
Asclepiodotus could have counted on a fog i s not certain. Clearly 
his information service would provide as much information as 
possible f o r the times concerning climatic probabilities. Never-
theless, the journey to B r i t a i n from Le Havre i s long enough to 
expose any f l e e t attempting i t , especially at the pace of Roman 
transport^ to considerable r i s k . This may well have been one of 
the factors which caused Constantius to mount a two-pronged 
invasion i n order to make reasonably certain that one force at 
least .v/ould survive the elements and the naval opposition and 
effect a landing. 
Greatly assisted by the fog, the division of Asclepiodotus 
landed and burnt t h e i r boats. The exact pattern of Allectus' 
behaviour i s the next problem, 'cur ab eo l i t o r e quod tenebat 
abscessit ? Cur classem portumque deseruit, n i s i quod te, Caesar 
i n v i c t e , cuius imminentis vela conspexerat; timuit iam iamque 
venturum'. How f a r can th i s be taken as an account of Allectus' 
movements ? The panegyric i s dealing with the v i l i f i e d eivsnly 
and the constraint of possible contradiction from eye witnesses 
i s removed. That a b a t t l e eventually took place would obviously 
be common knowledge but even i f Constantius had troubled to f i n d 
out a f t e r his v i c t o r y what exactly Allectus had done, i t i s most 
un l i k e l y that t h i s would ever have become very widely known and 
hence the panegyric at t h i s point i s best seen as an exaggeration 
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based on p o s s i b i l i t y , designed to b e l i t t l e . 
The velocitas of the panegyric obscures i t s usefulness as a 
source f o r the time factor involved i n these movements. 
Constantius i s said to have set o f f f i r s t with his part of the 
expedition, from Boulogne. He does not actually reach B r i t a i n 
u n t i l most of the action i s over and London i s waiting f o r him. 
Asclepiodotus, meanwhile, has made a much longer voyage, 
disembarked his army and defeated Allectus i n b a t t l e . The 
account does not make chronological sense as i t stands. No 
doubt these inconsistencies are the products of the ever-present 
desire to bestow the greatest praise on Constantius*part i n the 
a f f a i r , short of actually tampering with major facts. Even the 
implied error of judgement caused by the fog w i l l not do. I f 
the fog was s u f f i c i e n t l y dense to cause Constantius' ships to go 
astray then, by the same token, Allectus could not possibly have 
seen the approaching sails through i t and f l e d at the sight. 
This does not necessarily mean that Allectus was not at 'un 
point de l a cote anglaise proche de l a cote gauloise;' ' 
only that i t i s unwise to use the text at t h i s point as a proof 
that he was. Wherever he was, that which must surely have 
provoked Allectus to action was the news that, despite the f l e e t 
stationed 'apud Vectam insulam', Asclepiodotus had landed an army. 
This was a danger which had actually materialised and which, 
therefore required immediate action. That Allectus, i n taking 
such action, 'classem portumque deseruit' presumably means that 
his need was f o r an army not a navy, i f the fact i s squeezed from 
i t s s hell of sneering. 
Eicholz rather oversimplifies matters i n dismissing the views 
that Allectus was at either Porchester or London with,'Neither 
view can be r i g h t , ' and asserting his own view that he must have 
been somewhere on the Kent coast, probably at Richborough. 
He accepts the panegyric too l i t e r a l l y and overlooks i t s 
inconsistencies. Oman's view that Allectus was at Porchester 
with a l l his f l e e t would impute remarkably bad judgement to him. 
I t i s very d i f f i c u l t to imagine that, even i f Porchester vras 
the main f l e e t base, Allectus did not have some part of his 
f l e e t stationed along the other parts of the channel coast, 
especially where the crossing was narrowest. Even so there i s 
no mention made of any opposition which Constantius' division 
had to face as there clearly would have been had they done so on 
t h e i r way to London. The obvious plan was, surely, to have had 
the channel policed from Porchester at the one end and Richborough 
at the other, with Allectus himself near London with an army, 
ready to make f o r any point where danger threatened should the 
naval cordon f a i l . Eicholz i s v i r t u a l l y forced to admit t h i s 
but i s reluctant to see London as a centre of operations and 
assumes, s t i l l taking the panegyric too l i t e r a l l y , that Allectus 
had no body of troops readily available that v/ere adequate to t r y 
to cope with such an emergency. The panegyric i s confusing as 
i t strains to emphasise both Allectus' b l i n d panic and the fact 
that at the end the only supporters who stood by him were the 
f o u l barbaria.n mercenaries, not Roman troops, ' in raodum amentia 
attonitus properavit ad mortem ut nec e x p l i c a r i t aciem nec 
omnes copias quas trahebat i n s t r u x e r i t . ' Indeed those who were 
with Allectus are,' 'veteribus i l l i s cohiurationis auctoribus' 
which a l l but suggests the impossible picture that he had 
maintained his rule f o r three years through the agency of a 
narrov; clique of mercenary body guards. 
The description of the b a t t l e i s not concerned to present any 
detailed picture of the tactics used but to praise the Romans, 
'nemo fere Roma,nus occiderit imperio vincente Romano' i s an 
extreme statement yet i t v/ould not have been worth saying were 
i t not substantially tn.ie. Asclepiodotus could not have won 
such an easy v i c t o r y had he been seriously opposed- by any sizeable 
body of legionary troops f i g h t i n g f o r Allectus. I t i s possible 
that the legionary troops would not f i g h t and simply went over 
to the side of the invaders, but t h i s i s jus t the sort of thing 
that the panegyric A70uld have made capital from so i t must be 
assumed that as i t does not, then t h i s did not happen. This 
leaves the p o s s i b i l i t y that Allectus' force was not very large 
and included few of the legionary troops. There i s no evidence 
to suggest that there was any disaffection among Allectus' 
legionary troops i n B r i t a i n although i t i s possible that he 
may not have trusted them to such a c o n f l i c t i n the end. The 
troops were presumably a u x i l i a r i e s including men- recruited 
from beyond the f r o n t i e r s of the empire as described above. There 
i s no reason to suppose i t was a large force; indeed the ease of 
Asclepiodotus' v i c t o r y suggests that i t was not; and the 
presence of Allectus suggests that i t could well have been a 
special mobile task force to meet any emergency i n haste, perhaps 
based on urban cohorts from London. Prom the ease with which 
Constantius landed at London i t i s clear that any m i l i t a r y force 
which may have normally been on duty i n the c i t y was no longer 
present. This suggests that Allectus took the r i s k of taking . 
such a force with him to engage the invaders as soon as he knew 
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that they had landed. Even i f he suspected that his enemy 
might t r y to force a second landing, he most probably would 
assume that they would make for the-Kent coast. The second 
legion do not figure at a l l , v/hich may well simply mean that they 
played no part i n the action: -could i t be an argument i n 
support of the view that i t v/as not moved to Richborough u n t i l 
a f t e r the recovery? 
Allectus' death is', perhaps, the one redeeming feature that he 
i s allowed by the panegyric. I f not exactly a glorious death, 
he did, at least, die f i g h t i n g . The panegyric may wish to make 
Allectus' death or glory bid suggestive of the fact that he 
needed a v i c t o r y desperately to consolidate the support i n 
many wavering ranks throughout the province. Had Allectus had 
the m i l i t a r y resources of a l l B r i t a i n s o l i d l y behind him there 
would have been no point in. him: throwing his l i f e away i n this 
fashion. That he did so suggests that he did not have such, 
backing f o r then he would surely have been' able to prolong his 
resistance and wear his enemy dov/n. Instead, as i n 106'6, a l l 
B r i t a i n f e l l to an invading force of no great size a f t e r one ba t t l e . 
The panegyric delights i n the deaths of the Pranks, 'praecipue 
intemecio Francorum. ' They serve to emphasise the baseness of 
Allectus' support. There i s further confusion over d e t a i l 
however, ' i l l i quoque m i l i t e s v e s t r i qui per errorem nebulosi, ut 
paulo ante d i x i , maris abiuncti ad oppidum. ^ondiniensae 
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pervenerant.' V/ebb gives a translation of this which i s 
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misleading because i t i s carefree. Galletier i s more precise, 
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but, as Eicholz- points out, he assumes the reference i s to a 
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part of Asclepiodotus' forces. This may seem a reasonable 
inference from the text as the fog was previously mentioned i n 
connection with that body of ships. I t i s , however, remarkable 
to imagine any part of that force straying so far that i t 
arrived at London although i t had set o f f from Le Havre, the 
rest of the force arrived somewhere near the I s l e of Wight, 
and bearing i n mind the other force which, supposedly set o f f 
e a r l i e r from Boulogne. Eicholz points about Constantius' 
presence seem sound but he f a i l g to resolve the question of 
the fog. I f there was no fog, then none of the Eastern detach-
ment could have got l o s t i n i t . I f there was, then Allectus could 
not have seen the approaching s a i l s , 'per errorem' i s surprisingly 
l i k e c r i t i c i s m f o r the panegyric. I t i s perhaps an enthusiastic 
s l i p . I n any case the action seems to have had no great m i l i t a r y 
significance. I t i s l i t t l e more than a mopping up operation 
which has been g l o r i f i e d by the panegyric. I f the remnants of 
Allectus' defeated troops made th e i r way to London, the b a t t l e 
must have taken place nearer London than i s sometimes thought 
to have been the case. Had i t been down i n Hampshire then these 
refugees would have probably dispersed rather than made for 
London. 
Constantius' achievement i s not seen simply as a victory over 
enemy troops. The contrast i s pointed out between Allectus' 
supporters and the majority of the people i n B r i t a i n , 'provincialibus 
v e s t r i s i n caede hostium dederint salutem'. This promotes the 
image of Constantius as lib e r a t o r and leads into the description 
of his reception by the allegedly grateful people of London, 
the event depicted on a gold medallion from the Arras hoard. 
2.7 
G a l l e t i e r sees i n , 'Romanae potentiae gloriam restituendo 
navalem...' a reference t o , 'la destniction de I'Armada de 
Maximien'. This would apply perfectly well to the 296 
recoveiy i t s e l f as t h i s had as one of i t s results the overthrow 
of the naval supremacy of the breakaway provinces. In chapter 
eighteen there i s a reference back to an incident from the reign 
of Probus involving the a c t i v i t e s of some transplanted Pranks. 
The point made i s that Constantius has brought security to the 
empire on a wider f r o n t , 'Itaque hac v i c t o r i a vestra non 
Britannia solum servitute est li b e r a t a , sed omnibus nationibus 
securitas r e s t i t u t a quae maritime usu tantum i n bello adire 
p e r i c u l i poterant qxiantum i n pace cotranodi consequuntur'. 
The account of Constantius' reception at London i s stereotyped. 
I t confirms that he v/as not present when the f i r s t troops arrived 
at London. There i s something of a p a r a l l e l between 'tandem 
vera imperii luce r e c r e a t i ' and the 'remittor lucis aeternae' of 
the Arras medallion. Allectus'regime i s roundly condemned; 
'post violatas coniuges, post liberonim turpe servitium'. 
However much of an exaggeration t h i s i s there have been hints 
that at the end Allectus could not count on universal support 
wi t h i n his t e r r i t o r y . The majority of people i n B r i t a i n i f less 
overtly enthusiastic about Constantius' recovery than the 
panegyric states, seem to have been resigned to i t as inevitable. 
There i s a touch of irony i n t h i s i f , as seems l i k e l y , Allectus 
came to power on the strength of a reaction against Carausius' 
policies of fr a t e r n i s a t i o n with the central authorities. 
The peroratio deals mostly i n general terras but one comment may 
serve to show one of the benefits which i t was f e l t that the 
possession of B r i t a i n could bestow on the Western Empire; 
'devotissima vobis c i v i t a s Aeduorum ex hac Britannicae 
facultate victoriae plurimos, quibus i l l a e provinciae redunda-
bant, accepit a r t i f i c e s . . . . ' This i s evidence that there was 
much building a c t i v i t y going on i n B r i t a i n at t h i s time. 
F i n a l l y i t may be possible to see i n , 'nunc s i b i redditum 
vetus i i l u e Romanae f r a t e r n i t a t i s nomen existimat', a f i n a l , 
oblique reference to Carausius' abortive propaganda, although 
i t i s more probably coincidence. This panegyric i s , then, for 
a l l i t s problems of interpretation, because of i t s length, and 
because i t y/as so contemporary, one of the most important of 
the sources f o r the usurpation. 
b) Aurelius Victor De Caes XXXIX 
The beginning of the chapter deals with the d i f f i c u l t i e s of 
Diocletian's f i r s t years, the appointment of Maximian as his 
colleague, and the d i f f i c u l t i e s which he i n turn faced i n 
Gaul ...'Herculius i n Galliam profectus fusis hostibus aut 
acceptis quieta omnia brevi patraverat.' This i s the context 
of the f i r s t mention of Carausius, 'Quo bello Carausius...' 
who i s referred to as a, 'Menapiae c i v i s ' . This has been the 
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cause of considera.ble and often rather f a n c i f u l speculation. 
According to Stukeley,^^ Carausius was borne at St Davids i n 
V/ales, also formerly known as Menapia. Equally f a n c i f u l i s 
the view of Pranjero^^hat, 'there were two places of that name, 
one near V/exford i n Irelajad and the other i s an island of the 
^ 26 
North Sea.' Carausius was seen by Rhys as the archetype of 
Curo«, one of the Celtic hero-figures, and consequently he 
supported the view that he was of I r i s h extraction. A l l t h i s 
uncertainty seems to have,been caused by •PtolenQrs' ambiguity i n 
locating Menapii i n several d i f f e r e n t places. The t n i t h of the 
matter must be as Haverfield says, 'The Gaul i s It Menapii 
were well known, the I r i s h Menapii obscure and the bri e f 
reference (sc- i n Aurelius Victor) can only denote the former'. 
Carausius' birthplace was among the Menapii who inhabited part of 
what i s now Holland, a fact perceived three centuries ago by 
John Milton, i f not by his immediate successors. 
The historians are less hostile to Carausius and Allectus than 
the panegyric. They wrote t h e i r work more or less under the 
aegis of imperial blessing but i f they i n no way g l o r i f y the 
usurpers neither do they f e e l constrained to omit anything to 
be said i n t h e i r favour, 'factis proraptioribus e n i t u i t ' ; 
Carausius rose to prominence because he was an able mani This 
r i s e to prominence was, aft e r a l l , made i n the service of the 
emperors so there i s no shame i n t h e i r having recognised his 
talent and developed i t . I t must be inferred that Carausius' 
career was basically that of a normal successful m i l i t a r y 
commander. Whatever naval experience he may have had i n his 
young days, he would have had to prove himself f i r s t and fore-
most as a soldier i n order to r i s e to a position of prominence 
under the Emperors. This i s the sort of career which i s 
at t r i b u t e d to him, i n outline, by some of the mediaeval accounts 
and while they appear to be basing t h e i r assertions on no 
par t i c u l a r evidence, there i s an element of probability i n them. 
The words, ' eoqiie eum simul quia gubemardi... gnarus habebatur'i 
suggest a change from a s p e c i f i c a l l y m i l i t a r y command to a naval 
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one. 'Quo o f f i c i o adolescentiam raercede exercuerat' i s 
usually taken as an aside to explain yihy, i n particular, 
Carausius was suited f o r t h i s command against the pirates, and 
i s seen to refer to a youth spent as a Scheldt r i v e r p i l o t . 
The Menapii were a seafaring people so i t may be true that 
Carausius had spent some of his younger days engaged i n such an 
occupation, but i t seems to place too l i t e r a l an interpretation 
on ' gubemandi'. Carausius' personal a b i l i t y at the helm of a 
boat was not nearly so relevant to his choice as commander of 
th i s special force,, as his proven m i l i t a r y competence. That 
he had a nautical background was so much the better. 
'parandae classi' suggests that there was no organised channel 
f l e e t at th i s time. This would square with the view that the 
f l e e t was rather run dovm by thi s time but should not be taken 
too far..- There must have been some sort of a channel f l e e t i n 
whatever condition. V/ere this not so then i t would have taken 
longer than the known chronology allows to have b u i l t one and 
used i t to any great extent before the usurpation. Carausius 
presumably assembled, r e f i t t e d and enlarged the f l e e t as he 
found i t . 
'Propulsandis Gerraanis' marks out the opposition i n a diff e r e n t 
way to that of Eutropius, who uses the stock 'Pranci et Saxones'. 
Aurelius Victor^s use of Germani may lend some support to the 
view that Carausius took f o r himself the t i t l e Germanicus, not 
simply because some of the ea r l i e r t h i r d century emperors had 
taken i t , but f o r t h i s specific reason. The reverse legends 
VICT GSSM or GERI^  IvIAX, found on antoniniani could be 
explained away simply as lack of o r i g i n a l i t y on the part of some 
of Carausius' mint o f f i c i a l s i n the early days of his reign. 
That he takes t h i s t i t l e on one of his bronze medallions, 
however, i s much more si g n i f i c a n t . This shows that for whatever 
reason, Carausius clearly admitted to the t i t l e Germanicus. 
I t need not have been because he considered his p i r a t i c a l 
opponents Gerraani as Victor ca l l s them, though, of course, he 
does not take the t i t l e Saxonicus, but because he chose to 
assume the t i t l e of those before him, perhaps because he had 
been heavily involved i n f i g h t i n g with the Roman army against 
Gerraani proper, e a r l i e r i n his career.. 
'Hoc e l a t i o r . . . ' implies that Carausius was v i r t u a l l y forced to 
usurp by the turn of events as the only alternative was death. 
John Milton captures t h i s beautifuuly with his comment t h ^ t 
Carausius, 'was grown at length too great a del^uent to be less 
than an Emperor; f o r fear and guiltness i n those days made-
Emperors oftener than merit.' Basically the view, i s the same.; 
that Carausius had no alternative i n the end. Wliatever exactly 
Carausius was.doing while he v/as campaigning against the pirates, 
he .^cannot have f a i l e d to realise that a provocative course of 
action would, i n the circumstances, certainly'result i n the most 
dire consequences f o r himself. I t must appear, therefore, that 
Carausius may very veil have sought to have strengthened his 
position preparatory to a usurpation which would come when the 
whole business reached i t s climax. This would mean that he made 
his decision to usurp much ea r l i e r than i s generally assumed 
and that the only thing forced upon him by Maximian's reaction 
to his behaviour was the timing of the usurpation i t s e l f . 
Carausius may well have been a b i t t e r man by the time he was given 
the channel command; he was clearly s t i l l ambitious. There i s 
no reason why the desire to be a partner i n the principate 
which was expressed l a t e r by his coins, had not already formed 
i n the f i r s t years of Diocletian,'s reign. By comparison to the 
status of Maximian, his own channel command must have seemed a 
small enough thing, but one from which to build. He cannot 
have expected to avoid punishment for' mismanaging such a command 
so he must have seen a positive outcome to i t a l l . The only 
r e a l i s t i c one would seem to be that which actually happened. 
There remains the p o s s i b i l i t y that Carausius'alleged mismanage-
ment, was a piece of o f f i c i a l fabrication v/hich the historians 
have taken over. He may h^ve made a genuinely incompetent job 
of his command, but t h i s i s most unlikely considering v/hat i s 
said of his a b i l i t y and t h i s would not be s u f f i c i e n t reason to 
provoke him in t o usurpation. I n any case he would have been 
much less l i k e l y to have had the support he obviously did have 
when he usurped, i f he had done so because he was a persecuted 
f a i l u r e . On the other hand i t may be that he was rather too 
successful and was making demands on Maximian who, seeing him as 
a r i v a l with growing support f e l t obliged to move against him 
but did so under the pretext that he had been abusing his 
position. This l a t t e r p o s s i b i l i t y i s clearly more l i k e l y than 
the former but Maximian v/as not so free from troubles or well 
supplied with able and successful commanders that he would seek 
to eliminate one without considerable provocation. Carausius 
must have made i t apparent by his behaviour that he was a 
potential danger, rather than have been simply 'too successful'. 
After a description of events i n other parts of the Empire 
Victor says, 'solique Carausio remissum insulae.imperium, 
postquam iussis ac munimento incolanimi contra gentes 
bellicosas opportunior habitus.' This may simply r e f l e c t 
Victor's sketchy approach but probably marks the deliberate 
omission of any reference to the expedition of 289. The tone 
of t h i s i s rather apologetic as i f to convince the reader that 
Carausius was r e a l l y being used as a tool of the state; that 
he was l i t t l e d i f f e r e n t from a governor with special powers 
and not r e a l l y a flagrant usurper at a l l . This may conceal 
some sort of an agreement which was reached, with Carausius, 
leaving him i n t a c t i n his ov/nsphere of influence so long as he 
protected i t , but even t h i s i s f a r more than Carausius.is ever 
l i k e l y to have got from Maximian. As Carausius sought by 
means of his numismatic propaganda to assert that he had 
earned a recognition which i n fact he had not, so Maximian 
here i s presented as t r y i n g to make his f a i l u r e to recover 
B r i t a i n seems something more l i k e a deliberate policy. This 
may have been the case with Severus and Albinus i n the second 
century but i t does not seem to have been paralleled by 
Carausius and Maximian i n the t h i r d . 
'gentes bellicosas' i s rather too general f o r i t to be clear 
which peoples are meant here. I t i s probable that Victor i s 
trajisposing the pattern of events of the mid fourth century back 
in t o the period of Carausius. Then, as he knew f u l l well, 
'warlike peoples' did cause serious problems i n B r i t a i n u n t i l 
Count Theodoaius restored order. Despite the assumptions of 
some, however, there i s no great body of evidence to suggest 
such troubles on any great scale during the period of Carausius' 
usurpation. 
Aurelius Victor i s f a r from detailed. He makes no mention of the 
events of 295 save to say that Allectus usurped, 'nomine dolo' 
a f t e r Carausius usurpation had lasted f o r a 'sexenhium'. This 
must mean that Allectus' coup was bloodless though i t i s d i f f i c u l t 
to know whether Victor has any positive evidence on the matter or 
whether he i s simply i n f e r r i n g from probability and general 
Icnowledge. His use of, 'summae r e i praeesset' strongly suggests 
that Allectus was known to have been Carausius' Rationalis 
Summae Rei. This was an important position which would have 
placed him i n the centre of events, sensitive to current feelings 
towards Carausius and i n control of the purse-strings. This 
would have been a strong position from which to attempt a take-
over as Allectus did i n 293- I't i s f r u s t r a t i n g to know so 
l i t t l e of the dolum whereby he' i s said to have effected his take-
over. I t could ref e r to almost anything from financial chicanery 
to deceiving Carausius i n some way over the Boulogne a f f a i r i n 
order to destroy his support. 
Allectus receives an even more summaiy treatment than his 
predecessor from Victor. His reign i s simply 'brevi' and 
culminates with his 'deletion' which i s given a very matter of 
f a c t treatment. Unlike the panegyric, Victor does mention 
Asclepiodotus by name as the author of the vict o r y over Allectus. 
Eutropius Brev. Hist. Rom. IX. 21-22 
The b r i e f account provided by what remains of Eutropius adds 
l i t t l e to the information provided by Aurelius Victor. There 
i s a discemable s i m i l a r i t y i n his respective treatments of the 
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origins of both Diocletian and Carausius. Of the former he 
VTTites, 'virum obscurissime natum'; of the l a t t e r , 'vilissime 
natus'. These seem to mean very much the same thing with 
vilissime not to any great degree more perforative a word than 
obscurissime.53 i strenuae m i l i t i a e . . . .consecutus*. 
Carausius' background was no obstacle to his making a success 
of a m i l i t a r y career. The historians are i n unison on this 
point though i t i s here perhaps that the p a r a l l e l with Diocletian 
i s the more apparent. Eutropius i s the more e x p l i c i t with his 
comment, 'cum. b e l l a f r u s t r a tentata essent contra virum r e i 
m i l i t a r i s peritissimum'. Carausius must have had many years of 
service i n the imperial armies which squares with the status he 
holds as well as the physical appearance presented by .his coin 
p o r t r a i t s . There i s no mention here of any particular nautical 
experience. 
'cum apud Bononiara' confirms that Boulogne was the main base of 
the special command. This i s the obvious place from which to 
police the wide area, 'per tractum Belgicae et Armoricae.' The. 
terms of reference of Carausius' command are summarised by, 'ad 
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mare pacandum quod Franci et Saxones infestabant'. Seston 
has observed the comparison between the r e l a t i v e tasks assigned to 
Maxiraian ('ad restituendam rem publicam'. Pan X ( i i ) 3) and 
Carausius ('ad mare pacandum,' Eutr iX 21), and has pointed out 
the need to take Carausius' claims f o r a more tangible share i n 
the empire more seriously than the hostile sources suggest 
s u p e r f i c i a l l y . The 'Franci et Saxones' are presumably the same 
as the Germani' i n Victor's account. The details of the comm.and 
are not given as Eutropius i s concerned only with Carausius' 
misdeeds. I t was clearly predominantly naval, based on Boulogne 
and with the task 'ad mare pacandum', but the use of 'tractus' 
confirms that the command allowed for operations on land also. 
The legionary issues struck a f t e r his usurpation show that 
Carausius had imder him a large niomber of men who would be of 
l i t t l e use to him. at sea. This 'legio,' as i t i s loosely called 
by the panegyric, must have been used to tackle problems as they 
arose, anywhere along t h i s stretch of coast. This i s somewhat 
reminiscent of Porapey's special command against pirates. 
Eutropius provides a more specific account than Aurelius 7ictor 
of Carausius*misdeeds. The l a t t e r simply says, 'neque praedae 
omnia i n aerarium r e f e r r e t , ' which suggests that Carausius' 
mandate v/as to relieve the pirates of t h e i r wealth and hand i t 
over to the treasury. Most of that wealth was 'praeda' taken 
from Roman citizens who would derive no more satisfaction from 
seeing i t i n the hands of the state than i n the hands of the 
pirates. Eutropius i s sensitive to th i s with his, 'nec praeda 
integra aut provincialibus reddita, aut imperatoribus missa.' 
This implies that liaximian vvas forced to act because not only 
was he personally getting no return from Carausius' a c t i v i t y •  
i t was, from the point of view of the provincials, no improve-
ment i n the si t u a t i o n . That Carausius s p e c i f i c a l l y stage-
managed the p i r a t i c a l incursions as described by Eutropius 
seems an unlikely embellishment. The important fact i s that 
Carausius was very obviously strengthening his own position and 
was, thereby, a threat to Maximian. 'a Maximiano iussus occidi' 
i s the consequence of thi s action which Carausius must have 
foreseen. Eutropius avoids the use of raetu which i s found i n 
Victor, (Herculi metu, a quo se caedi iussum compererat) and 
removes any overtones of haste or panic on Carausius' part. 
A f t e r a short account of Diocletian! s problems and his 
establishment of a tetrarchy Carausius makes a rather uneasy 
reappearance i n chapter t\7enty two; 'Cum Carausio tamen...' 
The chapter begins with a l i s t of problems at the head of which 
i s Carausius, 'Carausius i n Britannis rebellaret'. The 
inference from t h i s reappearance must be that i t vras Carausius 
alone who was able to maintain his threatening position; who 
v/as strong enough to necessitate some sort of exceptional 'pax'. 
I t may also be the case that the association of this with an account 
of Diocletians' dynastic plans i s a hi n t that Carausius! himself 
was seen to be a claimant. I t i s tempting to l i n k this with the 
events of 289. 'cum bella f r u s t r a tentata essent' must mean 
that an attempt was actually made to oust Carausius. 'frustra' 
i s ambiguous enough to cover a set-back either at the hands of 
Carausius or through inclement weather. Coupled with the 
description of Carausius' martial prov/ess, however, i t seems 
more l i k e l y that a m i l i t a r y set-back i s referred to. I f this i s , 
then, an allusion to the unsuccessful expedition of 289 i t i s 
si g n i f i c a n t that no mention of any sp e c i f i c a l l y naval superiority 
on Carausius' part i s mentioned. The impression i s that the 
'bella' were s t r i c t l y normal m i l i t a r y engagements, on land 
rather than at sea. Where could such engagements have taken 
place? 
The channel was recognised as the barrier between Carausius and 
his j u s t deserts. The objective of any force bent on Carausius' 
removal, therefore, was to effect a landing i n B r i t a i n . I t 
remains a p o s s i b i l i t y that l^aximian's f l e e t did so i n 289 t)ut 
were defeated and l o s t t h e i r ships to the v i c t o r , llaximian 
himself i s most unlikely to have been involved f o r Carausius was 
not i n the bargaining position, i n 289, that he would have been 
had.he captured Maximian. f£aximian clearly set o f f on the 
expedition but there i s no way of knowing how f a r he was i n the 
forefront of i t or how f a r he was bringing up the rear i n anticipa-
t i o n of a success which never happened. I t strains the credulity 
to take the, 'cunctis simul amnibus' of the panegyric l i t e r a l l y 
but were that the case to any degree then LTaximian's departure 
from Treves would place him i n the rear. I f the whole expedition 
set o f f from Treves and made the long journey to the sea then 
Carausius would well have forced an engagement somewhere near 
the mouth of the Rhine. So much of this i s speculation, however, 
that i t i s unwise to do more than mention several of the p o s s i b i l i -
t i e s suggested by the scanty evidence. Eutropius may have some-
thing to contribute about the supposed 'pax'. At best t h i s must 
have been a very i m p l i c i t thing to which tlaximian va.3 loathe to 
admit. Eutropius suggests i t was tangible but th i s could easily 
be his version of finding some means of accounting f o r the 
peaceful laciona between the expedition of 289 and the capture of 
Boulogne i n 295. 
By about 289 Carausius' coins begin to conform to the standards • 
of those of I/Iaximian and Diocletian but the reverse legends 
terminating with a t r i p l e G and the fr a t e r n a l issues .were not 
introduced f o r some time a f t e r 289. This may r e f l e c t growing 
insecurity on Carausius'part; a growing need to reassert his 
claims or rather reassert t h e i r supposed recognition. The ris e 
3*^ 
of Constantius may v/ell have had something to do with t h i s . He 
seems to have been marked out f o r election to the rank of Caesar 
at least as early as these coins of Carausius, i n about 291, but 
did not assume the t i t l e u n t i l 293, when he was ready to turn his 
attention d i r e c t l y to Carausius himself. This delay may well have 
been a deliberate move to delude Carausius as long as possible 
u n t i l he could be dealt with and i f such action counts as the 
making of a peace then Ifeximian made a peace. 
As with Aurelius Victor, so i n Eutropius,Allectus receives very 
scant treatment. There are some differences i n the accounts 
even so. Here he i s s p e c i f i c a l l y said to have k i l l e d Carausius 
whose reign i s called a 'septennium'. He i s simply referred to 
as ' socius'eius' rather than the holder of any particular position. 
Only the barest outline of the events down to and including the 
recovery are found i n Eutropius. 
Paulus Orosius. Hist, adv. Paganos V l l . 25 
This l a t e r source derives i n large measure from Eutropius. There 
are differences but these r e f l e c t the r e l a t i v e times of composition 
and the style of the language. Orosius use of 'quidam' instead 
of ' i l l e ' , f o r example, suggests that he does not expect his 
readership to have the name at the forefront of their minds, as 
they may have been more reasonably expected to i n Eutropius' day. 
Carausius played no prominent part i n the l i t e r a t u r e of the 
centuries subsequent to Aurelius Victor and Eutropius. I t was 
only i n the B r i t a i n where he had usurped that his name l i v e d on 
i n more than one l i n e references. 
Carausius' background i n Orosius i s v i r t u a l l y a paraphrase of 
Eutropius. 'genere quidem' i s less specific than Aurelius Victor, 
probably because Orosius sought to avoid the mention of another 
minor name. I t may be that Orosius had never read Aurelius 
Victor but simply did not know of the Menapian origins of 
Carausius because Eutropius does not mention them. 
The presentation i s better i n Orosius than i n Eutropius but his 
'consilio et manu promptus', or his a l l i t e r a t i v e , 'positus plus 
i n pemiciem quam i n provectm reipublicae' addpothing new to 
our knowledge. I t i s probably also s t y l i s t i c improvement which 
produces, 'ad observanda Oceani l i t o r a ... positus' rather than 
any deeper knowledge of the exact nature of Carausius' command. 
Carausius^ a c t i v i t i e s i n the position are neatly described with 
the oxymoron, ' a r t i f i c i i neglegentia.' 
Much i f not a l l the remainder shows a v i r t u a l l y complete 
derivation from Eutropius. There i s no allusion, however, to 
any sort of peace having been made by Maximian with Carausius. 
This may simply be omission f o r the sake of brevity or i t may 
possibly be Orosius exercising some judgement. The duration of 
Carausius reign i s , 'per septem annos' during which time B r i t a i n 
'fortissimo vindicata ac retenta'. This was done for himself, 
' s i b i ' . This s h i f t s the emphasis of Eutropius away from the 
peace made by Maximian to Carausius'ability to look af t e r himself 
and his kingdom. This interpretation squares very well with the 
pax theme, so t o t a l l y dominant i n Carausius' numismatic prop-
aganda. This i s Orosius'version of Eutropius' 'cum bella f r u s t r a 
tentata essent', and as i t i s more generally expressed i t 
presents no new problems of interpretation, i f contributing no 
new evidence. 
Allectus i s again summarily dealt with. Orooius adds nothing 
to his source. Even his use of 'fraude' to describe Allectus* 
take, over smacks more of alternative expression than positive 
new evidence. The only s l i g h t point of difference which may be 
relevant to the chjronology of the period i s that between the 
'post decem annos' of Eutropius and the 'decimo anno' of 
Orosius, as the time when the recovery took place. 
c) Bede. Hist. Eccl. Gentis Angl. I . 6 
Bede contributes no new evidence. He gives an opinion on the 
chronology of the period but i s confused and, for example, 
places the accession of Diocletian i n 286. A l l the remainder 
of his account of the usurpations appears to come almost 
verbatim from Orosius. I n some places there are omissions or 
condensations but nothing new. 
Nennius. Hist. B r i t XIX^XX 
Nennius'account marks a complete break vdth the previous t r a d i t i o n 
down from the panegyrics to Bede. His i s the f i r s t account which 
transposes the episode in t o a completely different context, and 
i t therefore requires some ajialysis. I t i s a temptation to 
dismiss a l l that was w r i t t e n a f t e r Bede as unhistorical f i c t i o n 
of no value wb-atever as evidence f o r the usurpations. I n many 
cases t h i s i s i n large measure true but even so, some things 
emerge i n d i r e c t l y about Carausius and his times from the way 
they were handled a f t e r having passed int o t r a d i t i o n . 
Nennius' account i s orientated towards the north of B r i t a i n , 
'Inter Cludii et Caruni ostia.' Carausius i s said to have been 
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involved i n what can only have been the restoration of one of 
the f r o n t i e r lines. The chronology i s clearly confused. The 
t h i r d century has been telescoped to l i n k and intermingle the 
periods of the Severi and Carausius. Clearly i t i s Severari 
reconstruction to which Nennius makes reference. Stukeley^^ 
took Nennius much too seriously as a source. He provides 
i l l u s t r a t i o n s of what he took to be Nennius', 'domum rotundam 
p o l i t i s lapidibus' but i s even more f a n c i f u l than his sources. 
The location, 'subripam flmninis Carun' f i t s t h i s building but 
the whole collapses in.the mire of false etymology as i s often ' 
the case. Many place names have been fals e l y accounted f o r i n 
th i s fashion, not least those connected v/ith Carausius. Stukeley, 
among others, perpetuates Nennius' erroneous 'Carun, quod a suo 
nomine nomen accepit.' As long ago as 1748» before the Medallic 
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History had been published, McPherson had cast doubts on a l l this . 
and had called Nennius' account ' fabulous'.' On the etymology of 
Carron he says i n a footnote, 'To suppose that Carron comes from 
Carausius i s a very puerile conceit, though probably the only 
foundation of the curious anecdotes related by Nennius, The 
name of that r i v e r i s a Gallic ( s i c ) one; v/hich signifies winding 
r i v e r . Accordingly we f i n d several Carrons i n Northern B r i t a i n 
and one of them i n the Western d i s t r i c t of Ross-shire where 
Carausius confessedly never was'. A l l t h i s remains v a l i d . 
There i s l i t t l e or no evidence of any Carausian presence i n 
Scotland save i n the t r a d i t i o n v/hich comes out b r i e f l y i n 
Nennius, and then reappears l a t e r i n the mediaeval chronicles. 
I t s appearance at t h i s time shows that reference was no longer 
being made d i r e c t l y to the e a r l i e r historians. Only the most" 
prominent events had come down so that the bulk of the t h i r d 
century passed i n t o oblivion. 
The Mediaeval Accounts 
Webb 5® provides a convenient synopsis of much of the relevant 
material, but he i s u n c r i t i c a l and tends to accept the content 
of these various chronicles as equally valuable. This readiness 
to take the chronicles on t r u s t may be i l l u s t r a t e d by his 
comment^^ 'This graphic story i s taken from the chronicles only, 
but i t contains no im p o s s i b i l i t i e s , and is dn no way contradicted 
by the e a r l i e r writers or by the coins'. I n other discussions of 
the usurpation the chronicles are usually conspicuous by t h e i r 
absence or else they are dismissed as worthless f a i r y tales. 
Both these approaches are extreme; both cannot be correct. 
Hhe accounts i n question are those of Geoffrey of Monmouth, 
Robert of Gloucester, Richard of Cirencester, John of Pordun and 
Hector Boethius.^^ Richard of Cirencester may be considered 
f i r s t i n order to eliminate him from the reckoning. The De Situ, 
forgery^though i t i s , v/as created with s u f f i c i e n t s k i l l to deceive 
many scholars f o r many years, i n particular Stukeley. Thoroughly 
deceived by the work of Bertram, the 'gentleman i n Copenhagen', 
he refers enthusiastically to the 'most excellent manuscript of 
Richard of Cirencester' and uses i t as evidence on several 
o c c asions.Bertram's imagination does provide Stukeley with 
something nevr to seize upon. The sections... 'deinde diu 
paruit ut i n praetoria sedes, naec insula Carausio, eisque quos 
i n societatem adsciverat tyrannis' and 'Carausius sumpta purpura 
Britannias occupavit, post X annos per Asclepiodotum Britannia 
recepta' provide no food f o r thought. They come straight from 
e a r l i e r v/orks plagiarised by Bertram, but not altered by him. 
'Pars huius insulae, a Sacro promuntorio ad Rhobog-dium usque 
extensa, o r i e n t a l i s cenaetur. Habitantes supra promuntorium 
Sacriun Menapii primariam habebant eiusdem nominis urbem ad 
fluvium Modonam. Huic ad Menapiam, i n Dimetia sitarn, XXX 
m i l i a r i a numerantur, ut Plinius r e f e r t . Harum unam, quam nam 
verum incertum, Patriam habebat Carausius'. This enabled 
Stukeley to pronounce Carausius B r i t i s h and declare him a 
native of St Davids' i n W a l e s . A s Randall observes"*^ 
Menevia, the ordinary Mediaeval name f o r St Davids' has been 
turned f o r effect i n t o Menapia, and the effect was'achieved on 
Stukeley. This spurious piece of work has been mentioned 
rather to show the effect i t did have and, had i t dwelt more 
upon the Carausius episode, could have had, because of the s k i l l 
w i th v/hich i t was executed. I t may thus be dismissed from further 
consideration. 
Of the English Chroniclers \rho mention the Carausius episode 
Geoffrey of Monmouth i s the f i r s t and most important. The verse 
chronicle of Robert of Gloucester follows Monmouth closely and 
adds nothing to the t r a d i t i o n . Monmouth's claims to have had 
access to a 'vetustissimus l i b e r ' i n the B r i t i s h tongue have 
usually been dismissed as a fabrication of his to add some a i r 
of authenticity to a patently f i c t i t i o u s narrative. The case fo r 
caution i n t h i s matter i s made by Griscom;'*^ i t i s impossible to 
be as conclusive or dogmatic as many c r i t i c s have t r i e d to be. 
The account found i n the Historia of t h i s particular episode 
needs to be treated with caution, then, but s t i l l needs to be 
treated before being dismissed unread on the strength of i t s 
'author's' reputation. 
The relevant section begins with an account of the succession 
a f t e r the death of Severus. There i s confusion from the outset 
i n that .Severus' sons and heirs Geta and Caracalla (here called 
Bassianus) are said to have been bornj^ of d i f f e r e n t mothers. !Phe 
Britons are said to have rejected Geta because he was borne of a 
Roman mother whereas Bassianus' mother was B r i t i s h . Backed by 
the Britons on t h i s account Bassianus slew his brother and 'regno 
p o t i t u r ' . What i s meant by regnum i n this phrase? Is Monmouth 
t r y i n g to i n f l a t e Britain's importance i n the succession of 
Caracalla and nothing more; or i s he going further and suggesting 
that Geta was s l a i n i n order to obtain, not the Roman Empire 
proper, but the sort of Empire i n B r i t a i n that Carausius was to 
hold later? I t i s clear from the rest of the account that 
Bassianus was based f i r m l y on B r i t a i n yet the incongruity of the 
Roman senate's acceptance of t h i s does not seem to have occurred 
to Monmouth or his source. I t i s to t h i s senate that Carausius 
makes his overtures. . 
Monmouth's source, assuming f o r the moment that he did not simply 
make a l l this up to s u i t one or two very basic facts, had no place 
f o r the t h i r d century. Such events as may have taken place during 
the period from the death of Caracalla to the usurpation of 
Carausius were not deemed of s u f f i c i e n t interest to merit a 
mention. These tw^ o major occurrences of the century, are drawn 
together by simply telescoping over s i x t y years. This process 
w i l l be seen to occur i n other l a t e accounts and so i t i s possible 
to i n f e r that whatever body of t r a d i t i o n they drew on recalled no 
events of significance f o r B r i t a i n from the period between the 
v i s i t of the Severi and the coming of Carausius. This i s , of 
course, a period which i s i l l documented at any level,forcing 
those who would look beyond the archaeological evidence to grasp 
at the vaguest allusions."^^ I t i s obvious that the Severus 
episode and the Carausius episode must have had th e i r impact 
on f o l k legend and so, i n the apparent absence of any outstanding 
events i n between, the two episodes have been run together i n the 
transmission. 
Monmouth's treatment of the Carausius character i s interesting 
i n i t s e l f . The account i s by no means favourably disposed 
towards him; he i s not the national-hero figure he was l a t e r to 
become f o r Stukeley and subsequent sentimental numismatists. 
Monmouth perpetuates the image which i s conveyed by the hostile 
Roman sources, although, i n point of d e t a i l , his account varies 
greatly from t h e i r s . Carausius i s called a 'iuvenis'. He i s 
said to have been low bom, as i n the early sources - 'ex infima 
gente creatus' - cf Eutropius' 'vilissime natus' and Orosius' 
'genere quidem infimus'. No mention, however i s made of his place 
of o r i g i n . Neither Monmouth nor his 'vetustissimus l i b e r ' chose 
to draw on Aurelius Victor. There i s a reference to Carausius' 
m i l i t a r y talents, to which even the d i r e c t l y hostile contemporary 
sources afford grudging praise, i n - 'probitatem suam i n multis 
debellationibus examinasset'. So f a r there has been no very 
great surprise by comparison vvith the f i r s t group of l i t e r a r y 
source material. 
Monmouth's handling of the usurpation itself-produces a more 
dramatic version of what i s known from e a r l i e r sources. This 
more dramatic version has, 'profectus est Roman petivitque 
licentiam a senatu maximum tumultum per populura faciebat 
agros populando, c i v i t a t e s et oppida dirruendo incolis 
omnia sua eripiebat.' Carausius emerges from this account as 
the anti-Roman force i n the island promising ' i n t e r f e c t i s atque 
extemiraatis Romanis totam insulam a barbara gente liberaret.' 
I s t h i s anything more than Monmouth's vigorous handling of a 
vague and diaphanous tradition? I t does not square with the 
facts as they are known from other evidence. Carausius never 
posed as anything other than a Roman. He r e l i e d heavily on 
legionary support as may be seen from his coin issues honouring 
the legionary detatchments which served him, and once established 
i n B r i t a i n his policy, as fiu?ther reflected by his coin issues, 
seems quite clearly to have been the pursuit of acceptance by 
Rome rather than the repudiation of things'Roman. 
'Dimicavit confestum cum Bassiano et i n t e r f e c i t eimi...' Carausius, 
i s said to have had to f i g h t his way. i n to power and eliminate 
his predecessor. There i s some degree of inconsistency i n the 
r e l a t i v e positions of Bassianus as emperor but i n B r i t a i n , and 
the senate, i n Rome, but the body to which Carausius makes his 
appeal f o r a commission. No l o g i c a l answer seems to offer i t s e l f 
to t h i s ambiguity i n the handling of the Roman hierarchy, the 
main point to consider i s the opposition which Carausius i s said 
to have encountered and overcome. This i s one aspect of the 
usurpation v/hich the early sources make no mention of although 
i t would surely have been within t h e i r terms of reference as 
imperial panegyrics, or at least hostile histories, to include 
any butchery of provincial troops for which Carausius was responsible. 
This would have been p a r t i c u l a r l y the case had one of the 
governors been s l a i n by the usurper. No mention i s made yet 
a l l our major l a t e sources do make mention of a c t i v i t i e s of 
t h i s sort. Whatever the early writers may have from ignorance 
or through choice, omitted of Carausius having to f i g h t his way 
i n t o power, t h i s aspect of the usurpation seems to be one of the 
stronger t r a d i t i o n a l strands which persists through to the 
mediaeval accounts. 
The element of Northern alliances i s another which owes nothing to 
the early accoiants as they survive today, but the Carausius episode 
had obviously l e f t some mark on Scottish legend. This i s reflected 
here i n Monmouth, by the introduction of Pulgentius and 'frater 
matris suae' of Bassianus, his corruption at the hands of 
Carausius and subsequent reward of a 'locum mansionis i n Albania'. 
Further discussion of t h i s Northerly element i n the t r a d i t i o n i s 
better l e f t u n t i l the two Scottish Chronicles are dealt with. 
Monmouth's handling of the l a t t e r part of the episode bears 
increasingly l i t t l e resemblance to the story from early accounts. 
He seems to have done no more than take a fev/ basic names and 
weave round them an interesting and entertaining but otherwise 
unsubstantiated story. Allectus becomes a deputy of the Roman 
senate sent to restore B r i t a i n to Roman ru l e , thus usurping 
the r o l e given i n the early accounts to Asclepiodotus who i s 
f i t t e d i n t o t h i s version i n the novel role of 'Dux Comualliae'. 
What i s to be inferred from this about Monmouth's use or rather 
misuse of basic early accounts? I n some instances there i s a 
reasonable approximation to these i n his work but for the most 
part the picture presented i s of an account either deliberately 
formulated to s u i t his purpose from a framework of early sources 
or else a dependence on some t r a d i t i o n or traditions which 
incorporate elements of the early sources as well as a great 
deal of other material. I t requires a great deal of generosity 
to accept this account as a transcript of a 'vetusti'ssimus 
l i b e r ' , vn^itten much nearer the time of the events, unless one 
also accepts that that was, i n f a c t , as f a n c i f u l as Geoffrey of 
Monmouth i s himself usually accused of being. 
The account of Allectus' defeat at the hands of Asclepiodotus, i n 
the name not of Rome but of the Britons, the introduction of the 
otherwise unknown Levius Gallus and indeed the whole of the 
f i n a l e to the episode bears only the f a i n t e s t resemblance to the 
account provided by the panegyric of 296. Generally the narrative 
i s v i v i d but stereotyped, the f a l l of London as described here 
could be the f a l l of almost any c i t y i n ancient history. What-
ever t r a d i t i o n s , i f any, may have been drawn on f o r the new 
elements i n the story the only previous account which seems to 
have any marked s i m i l a r i t y i s that of Nennius. 
The verse chronicle of Robert of Gloucester depends d i r e c t l y on 
Monmouth's account. The facts stated are the same'and there i s 
no evidence of any other source having been used. The English 
t r a d i t i o n centres f i r m l y on Monmouth then, with Gloucester 
repeating him and Cirencester spurious. John of Pordun, the 
e a r l i e s t of the two Scottish chroniclers presents an account 
which diverges from the early accounts, f a r less markedly than • 
that of Monmouth. I t does incorporate some distortions, and 
some material f o r which there i s no early evidence and against 
which there i s some, but the overall impression i s of a much 
sounder t r a d i t i o n going r i g h t back to early sources, which has 
been given a d i s t i n c t local flavour by the introduction of the 
Picts and the Scots. Carausius' character as presented by 
Pordun shows greater complexity than we f i n d i n Monmouth where 
he i s nothing p a r t i c u l a r l y special at a l l . Pordun was conversant 
with Monmouth's work and indeed i s at pains to repudiate a large 
measure of i t as having been wr i t t e n 'fabulose'. I t i s . 
consistent with t h i s that he does not use Monmouth as a basis f o r 
his own w r i t i n g ; but th i s does not prevent him from w r i t i n g , 
at times, i n a manner every b i t as 'fabulose' himself. '^ ^ 
Forduri i s i n l i n e with the early accounts i n i t i a l l y . Carausius 
i s said to have been low bom but talented, there i s a pirate 
problem and he gets the commission to deal with i t , he keeps 
the booty, i s sentenced to death and consequently usurps. I t i s 
a f t e r t h i s that the elements of local t r a d i t i o n enter i n t o Pordun 
with — ~ 'urging vehemently to peace and friendship a l l the 
tribes of the island, the Scots also and the Picts, whom he had 
formerly v i s i t e d with the most cruel depredations, he most 
earnestly, by promising many g i f t s urged upon them to j o i n with 
him and r i s e up together and drive the Romans out of the island. 
Nor could he have brought them over by any means to conclude 
peace on th i s wise, i f t h e i r possessions, gained by the sword 
i n the time of Nero, were not l e f t to them under the same form 
of peace, and he had, moreover, granted that they should remain 
i n t a c t f o r a l l time.' How f a r i s this local insight into what 
r e a l l y happened? The question of what exactly i s meant by th i s 
a c t i v i t y under Nero i s t a n t a l i s i n g enough but more s p e c i f i c a l l y , 
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how f a r can t h i s whole section on the making of a peace he taken 
seriously to complement what i s , a f t e r a l l , Carausius'major 
propagandist theme? I t i s impossible, of course, to give a 
d e f i n i t e answer, the whole incident, f o r example, could represent 
some element of local t r a d i t i o n dealing with the aftermath of the 
great r i s i n g of 569 which has heen mixed up with..the Carausius 
story. I t i s another small point to bear i n mind when tr y i n g 
to gain an overall picture of the c r e d i b i l i t y and usefulness of 
these l a t e accounts. 
The next section sounds f a n c i f u l and i s further than ever 
removed from the early accounts. Pulgentius and his grandson 
Gotharius are introduced and lands extending south as f a r as 
the Hmnber are said to have been ceded to Carausius i n perpetuity. 
These are lands which Gotharius, 'by the help of the Scots 
had held with d i f f i c u l t y , safe from the Romans up to that time.' 
I t i s certain that the Romans occupied what i s now Yorkshire and 
Durham but what of Northumberland? Even when the 'Roman' 
t e r r i t o r y i n B r i t a i n o f f i c i a l l y included much of what i s now 
Scotland, the Votaiidini of Northumberland seem to have held a 
certain priviledged status, presumably rather because of their 
co-operation than t h e i r strength. Perhaps there i s a colourful 
a l l u s i o n to t h e i r t e r r i t o r y i n t h i s passage of Pordun. 
'Bassianus' advent and his attempts to restore the situation by 
divid i n g the northern tribes against each other may well derive 
from a confused account of the a c t i v i t i e s of Caracalla dviring 
the years 208-211, Even the contemporary sources indicate 
that the Romans, campaigning i n the north at that time, met with 
a good deal less than complete success, and obviously Roman 
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reversals would become enlarged i n the transmission through 
legends by the native population. Caracalla i s said to have 
- bought some sort of a dishonourable settlement with the northern 
tri b e s a f t e r his father's death i n 211. These early sources 
are ho s t i l e to Caracalla, however, and i t must be that one of 
the very reasons why there was so l i t t l e to comment on i n 
B r i t a i n for most of the t h i r d century, v»as surely the peaceful 
settlement which he was able to achieve. These events are not 
clearly, and d i r e c t l y mirrored i n Fordun's account nor would one 
r e a l l y expect them to be so. The strands are there however 
and the late account must derive some of i t s substance from 
the basic facts however mutated i n th e i r transmission. 
Carausius' assassination by the treacherous Allectus, his 
partner, follows the main outline facts closely. Very l i t t l e 
i s said by way of a summary of his reign save that i t was of 
seven years duration (as i n Eutropius and Orosius) and that i t 
was basically good. The local element i s onphasised by the 
prominence given to Garausius' e f f o r t s to bring the Picts and 
Scots together, but no mention i s made of Maximian's abortive 
attempt to recover the island i n 289 unless t h i s too i s 
responsible f o r some elements i n th i s Bassianus story. I t i s 
more l i k e l y , however, that t h i s was just too f a r removed from 
events i n the north to warrant particular attention from Fordun, 
especially i f i t was rather the result of stormy weather than 
Carausius personal a b i l i t y . 
Allectus i s portrayed as a v i l l a i n ..... 'the greater part of 
the B r i t i s h nation renewed the treaty of alliance with the Scots, 
arid did t h e i r best either to put Allectus to death or to banish 
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him from B r i t a i n . ' He i s further said to have, ' a f f l i c t e d the 
Britons with manifold disasters', and here we f i n d that his 
confederates i n these nefarious a c t i v i t i e s are the. Picts. I n 
e a r l i e r accounts he i s v i l i f i e d f o r employing the assistance of 
pirates and base mercenaries. This would seem to be a local 
variant on the same theme. The chronology i s again sound; 
Allectus i s said to have ruled f o r three years. That i s a 
basic fact from a l l the early accounts with which there i s a 
furth e r close l i n k i n that Allectus i s here eliminated by 
Asclepiodotus, and Asclepiodotus as praetorian prefect, not 
Dulce of Cornwall. 
Fordun's desire to c r i t i c i s e the Picts i s again clear at the 
end of the episode when he says, r e f e r r i n g to the events of 
296 that 'when v;ar was made upon the B r i t i s h people by the 
Romans, the Scots assisting the Britons brought them loyal aid; 
against the Britons the Picts invariably gave help to the 
Romans.' This i s a rather misleading generalisation. He goes 
on to say that Chlorus easily compelled the southern Britons to 
make peace, 'not by war but by the threat of war'. After t h i s , 
however, he attacked the Britons of Albania, and the Scots, 
with help from the Picts. Chlorus was certainly active i n the 
north of B r i t a i n shortly before his death i n 506."*' This does 
not relate d i r e c t l y to the Carausius and Allectus episode but 
i t i s worth considering the possible implications of th i s 
section f o r Carausius' alliances and sphere of operations. 
Fordun goes on to say that the Picts and Scots were at each 
others throats continuously down to the time of Magnus I/Iaximus 
and i n so doing omits to mention what must have been a period 
of co-operation i n the late 5^0 leading up to the great r i s i n g 
against the occupying forces. The account has i t s p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
but also i t s deficiencies and p i t f a l l s . 
Hector Boethius, the other Scottish chronicler to tackle this 
subject, wrote some one hundred and f i f t y years after Pordun. 
On the face of i t , his account i s much more f a n c i f u l yet, as V/ebb 
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observes, i t contains some minutiae of d e t a i l worthy of considera-
t i o n . The element of local legend i s much stronger here. King 
Pindock of Albania i s s l a i n and Carantius, 'the kings ownebrother', 
i s implicated. V/ebb assumes Pindock i s to be equated with the 
Pulgentius of Pordun's account. Be that as i t may, here we have 
Carausius, or • Carantius' not 'vilissime natus' but 'the kings 
owne brothier, • f l e d i n t o exile f o r fear of condemnation, none of 
which bears any resemblance to early accounts. This exile i s 
b r i e f l y summarised i n the next section, 'Having tarr i e d for a 
considerable time i n B r i t a i n , he at length went away to I t a l y 
with the Roman soldiers. 5y his services under Aurelian, Probus, 
Carus and Diocletian he gained great reknown as a warrior. . . .' 
•This would i n f a c t be perfectly compatible with what very 
l i t t l e can be inferred about Carausius' career i n one way or 
another. The position he has risen to by 286, the fact that he 
rose from obscurity through outstanding a b i l i t y and the 
indication of his approximate age from coin port r a i t s conspire 
to suggest f o r Carausius j u s t such a career as Boethius gives 
to his Carantius. 
Where has Boethius got t h i s background material from which no 
other account makes any mention of ? Has he simply inferred the 
prob a b i l i t i e s from the scant evidence of early accounts and made 
a very plausible job of producing a hypothetical career or has 
he had some re a l insight into the t r u t h of the matter such 
that we can use what he ways to supplement our meagre evidence? 
There seems to be a trong t r a d i t i o n a l element i n this which 
Boethius may well have used to his own ends. There are a 
number of accounts i n Norse and other sagas of careers similar 
to t h i s , i f usually of a somewhat l a t e r date, involving spells 
i n the service of an emperor followed by a return to the native 
land and a position of prominence. 
Boethius names one Quintus Bassianus as the Roman governor of 
B r i t a i n at the time of these events. No mention i s made of any 
provincial d i v i s i o n and here again there seems to be a confused 
reference to Caracalla rather than any evidence of the governor 
of Britannia I n f e r i o r . Apart from t h i s the more solid factual 
side of the story now comes to the fore. Carausius' low b i r t h ' 
i s explained away by the Romantic device that he had deliberately 
concealed his true origins i n order to preserve his anonymity. 
The account of the actual usurpation i s similar to that i n the 
early versions save the rather i l l o g i c a l manouevre whereby he 
sailed, 'to 7/estmoreland not f a r from the lands of the 
Scots and Picts from whom he hoped to gain assistance against 
the Romans.' No source, early or otherwise, actually says i n so 
many words that Carausius sailed f o r the south coast or the 
Thames upon usurping, hence Boethius i s not i n contradiction 
with anything other than probability here. Nevertheless the 
element of local interest which governs so much of the account, 
seems prominent again here, and as there seems no sound reason 
to suppose Carausius should have landed anywhere except the south 
east, unless one i s prepared to take the whole of t h i s business 
of his early involvement with the northern tribes as f a c t , then 
Boethius*citation of a l a n d f a l l i n 'Westmoreland' must be 
rejected. . 
From t h i s point onwards Carausius i s b u i l t up as a national-hero 
f i g u r e , the focal point of a n t i Roman feeling throughout the 
whole island, an inevitable development within a legend ' 
embellished by lo c a l colouring. Carausius i s thus shown 
s o l l i c i t i n g the Picts and Scots with a view to forming a united 
f r o n t against the Romans. I t i s i n t h i s account that the 
inte r e s t i n g aside occurs which further shows o f f the author's 
erudition i n matters of Imperial History. I n providing further 
d e t a i l of Carausius' time i n exile he says, '..he then enlisted 
f o r the Persian war which the emperor Carus had waged, that 
before long ready i n speech and action as he was....' and seems 
certa i n l y to have made use of an early account. His description 
of Carausius q u a l i t i e s here could have come almost verbatim from 
Orosius or Bede 'consilio ac manu promptus,' although, of course, 
such a phrase was not uncommon i n h i s t o r i c a l authors, generally. 
The lengthy section dealing with Carausius' e f f o r t s to clear 
his name must hinge on local legend, Boethius'imagination or 
some mixture of the two. I n any case i t leads effe c t i v e l y to 
the same stage that was reached i n Fordun and Monmouth, that by 
one means or another peace was made between the Picts and the 
Scots. The climax comes with the v i c t o r y over Quintus Bassianus 
near York. An otherwise unattested Hircius i s mentioned as 
procurator, but generally the account of these events i s very 
stereotyped. Can any notice be taken of t h i s battle? • No early 
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source mentions i t but they were not too' concerned with 
recording every d e t a i l of the usurpation nor, i n many cases 
presumably, were they i n a position to do so. Nevertheless, 
had Carausius defeated and sla i n a legatus at the head of his 
troops i n Britannia I n f e r i o r the contemporary sources would, 
surely, have made some mention of i t i f only to condemn the 
act. Webb*^ ' adduces the evidence of Carausius legionary coins 
on t h i s point. Carausius honours Legio I I Augusta'and Legio XX 
Valeria V i c t r i x on his coins, but not Legio VI, the other legion 
stationed i n B r i t a i n . As the si x t h was at York i t has been 
assumed that t h i s legion opposed Carausius, as i n th i s account, 
hence i t s omission from the coin. Webb takes the view that 
the legionary antoniniani honour whole legions, some under . 
Carausius control, others near enough to be worth wooing. I t i s 
my view that the coins honour only parts of legions; the 
ve x i l l a t i o n s drawn from the legions mentioned, which went to 
make up the i n i t i a l force put under Carausius' command f o r his 
operations against the pirates. Why the sixth legion i s not 
mentioned i s thus explained away becaiise i t did not send him a 
v e x i l l a t i o n i n the f i r s t place. 
Carausius i s said to have earned the enmity of the Britons f o r 
ceding t e r r i t o r y i n the north to the Picts and Scots as a reward 
f o r t h e i r help. Fordun's account also mentions this t e r r i t o r y 
although there i t i s ceded to Carausius by the Britons. This 
has always been disputed t e r r i t o r y u n t i l comparatively recent 
times and any opportunity to give anachronistic support to the 
claims of either side was not to be missed. This element may 
very well be one of the themes i n the traditions which culminate 
i n these accounts of the Scottish Chroniclers. 
F i n a l l y Boethius' handling of Allectus' role i s a combination 
of various themes. Here he i s a Roman legatus as with Monmouth 
but not Pordun; he defects from Rome to seize the crown under 
pressure from his troops, as i n Pordun but not Monmouth; he 
f a l l s to Asclepiodotus the praetorian prefect a f t e r a three 
year r u l e , as i n Pordun but not i n Monmouth. 
The d e t a i l s , then, are m.inute i n places. Webbfs comments are 
rather tentative. Although he admits of the obvious confusion 
over the name of Caracalla, he somehow manages to absolve th i s 
account from error and says of the supposed governor, 'there must 
of course have been such an o f f i c e r ' and i s prepared to accept 
that t h i s was he. Boethius' account does no more than vary 
the governor's name, following a traceable confused t r a d i t i o n . 
The governor of Britannia Superior must surely have been a much 
more important figure. Carausius must have had i n him either a 
strong a l l y or else a powerful opponent, yet no mention i s made 
of him anywhere. There i s no evidence' from coin hoards or 
anything else that there was great or even s l i g h t unrest i n the 
north at t h i s time. There i s no evidence from the early accounts 
that Carausius met with any opposition from within B r i t a i n . 
The tabular arrangements of main thematic points which follows, 
enable an easy comparison to be made of the contents of the 
chronicles. I t i s at once apparent that the Scottish Chroniclers 
are better than Monmouth. Pordun incorporates the simpler 
l o c a l i s i n g element, Boethius the more complex, with a l l three 
sharing the confusion over Bassianus. Monmouth i s rather a 
disappointment. Despite being an ea r l i e r account than the 
Scottish ones i t i s much less concerned with consistency of 
source or accuracy and even under close scrutiny or given the 
most l i b e r a l i n terpretation i t contributes very l i t t l e of 
s o l i d value to our loiowledge of Carausius and Allectus. I f 
the 'vetustissimus l i b e r ' r e a l l y existed then one i s l e f t 
wondering whether to blame Monmouth for his misuse of i t or 
f e e l that i t i s i n f a c t no great loss as a h i s t o r i c a l source 
i f his version of i t i s any guide. 
Pordun and Boethius both b u i l d on the skeletal framework 
provided by the early sources. I n both cases the local element 
predominates as one might expect. How far can any tr u s t be 
placed on these otherwise unsubstantiated elements i n the 
stoi y of the period many of which go against a l l probability? 
Vifebb cites the Carausius milestone as proof of his 
a c t i v i t y i n the north west and supporting evidence f o r the 
Scottish Chroniclers but the connection seems far too tenuous. 
A l l that the milestone does i s prove that the north west was i n 
Carausius control, not that he ever went there. The one thing 
which does emerge clearly from these late accounts i s that the 
Carausius episode as a whole seem to have passed in t o the legends 
of the northern people i n a way perhaps similar to that i n 
which Magnus Maximus became the Maxen \71edig of Welsh t r a d i t i o n . 
While there may well be something i n the strong t r a d i t i o n of 
Carausius as a peacemaker and unifying force within the island 
and even i n his early career as given by Boethius the chronicles 
do not provide a new range of evidence to supplement the meagre 
early accounts. We are l e f t with impressions rather than facts. 
Carausius obviously made the biggest impact i n B r i t a i n between 
the departure of the Severi and the end of the t h i r d century, 
and did so i n a way that, f o r example, Clodius Albinus did not. 
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Comparative table of main points i n the accounts 
ANCIENT SOimCES Monmouth Pordun Boethius 
a) mean b i r t h X X X 
bravery and experience X X X 
c) gain and misuse of f l e e t X X X 
d) condemnation and usurpation X X 
e) rules f o r seven year X 
f ) Allectus, partner, k i l l s treacherously X 
g) Allectus rules f o r three years X X X 
h) Asclepiodotus p.po sent X X 
i ) defeats and k i l l s Allectus X X X 
j ) remnants mopped up at London X 
NOT IN ANCIENT SOURCES Monmouth Pordun Boethius 
a) Carausius s o l l i c i t s senate at X 
Rome 
C'S ex i l e and detailed career X 
c) C's a n t i Roman alliance of X X X 
Britons 
d) C. lands i n N West X 
e) C. cedes land to Picts and X X 
Scots 
f ) Britons cede land to C. X 
g) Bassianus defeated and k i l l e d X X X 
h) Allectus sent by senate X X 
i ) Asclepiodotus Duke of Cornwall X 
other references 
As w i l l be seen from the texts at the beginning of this chapter^ 
the majority of these other references simply state i n a few 
words that the usurpation took place.. The majority of these 
are theological works with statements of t h i s sort providing 
a h i s t o r i c a l framework. They are nearly a l l taken d i r e c t l y 
from one of the e a r l i e r historians and add no new evidence. 
They show that the Carausius episode was s t i l l thought worthy 
of b r i e f mention and which sources were available f o r use but 
no more, jeromes", 'post decern aHnos per Asclepiodotvun 
praefectm praetorio Britanniae receptae', f o r example, i s not 
a confirmation but a r e p e t i t i o n of the e a r l i e r evidence. 
The accounts i n Greek are somewhat longer. Zonaras was wide 
of the mark and was content to record i n his l i s t of problems 
facing the Tetrarchy, that Crassus held B r i t a i n f o r three 
years before the prefect Asclepiodotus destroyed hira. Crassus 
is,a f a i r l y obvious corruption of Carausius f o r an author of 
the Eastern Empire to whom the episode can have meant nothing. 
John of Antioch takes much more trouble over his narrative and 
consequently produces none of the erors of Zonaras, but he i s 
s t i l l e n t i r e l y derivative. He simply renders the Eutropius/ 
Orosius account in t o Greek, adding nothing. The manuscript 
reading Xc-\^t-^ov makes no sense and the emendation to 
^eX^^K-ov looks most convincing, especially as Eutropius 
has, 'per tractum Belgicae'. 
The only one of t h i s group which appears to make any significant 
independent contribution to the understanding of the period i s 
Helinandus. Despite having written so long af t e r the event 
and being primarily concerned with the documentation of the 
struggle of C h r i s t i a n i t y , he provides a f u l l e r than usual 
account of the purely h i s t o r i c a l background. The Carausius 
episode coincided with the martyrdom of Gereon and various 
others at the hands of Maximian. Whatever source Helinandus 
used i t clearly contained the rudiments of the Carausius story, 
unless he i s simply g r a f t i n g i t on to his main theme from 
elsewhere. I f t h i s l a t t e r i s the case then he i s singular i n 
avoiding the practise of simply transcribing an ear l i e r account. 
'Carausius quidam n o b i l i s ' i s i n contradiction to the early 
accounts where he i s of consistently humble o r i g i n . Even i f i t 
i s simply a generalisation borne of ignorance i t i s a s t r i k i n g 
contrast to the, 'Carausius quidem, genere quidem infimus' of 
Orosius ajid shows, perhaps, as an interesting sideline to the 
development of the story through to the chronicles, the sort of 
inference that would be made about Carausius by someone not 
provided with f u l l e r information about his background. The 
basic factual details of t h i s account are that Carausius was 
known to have been organising raids on Roman t e r r i t o r y ; that 
t h i s was a maritime command i n an area where the Pranks were 
active, that Maximian sent an expedition to deal with the 
si t u a t i o n and that Carausius crossed over to B r i t a i n . Attention 
i n t h i s narrative i s focussed, f o r the f i r s t time, on the early 
part of the usurpation, and, f o r what i t i s worth, there i s more 
about the s p l i t between Carausius and Maximian than i n the other 
sources. Helinandus', 'insidias contra Romani fines imperii 
molir.etur' i s not dissimilar to the accounts provided by e a r l i e r 
w r i t e r s , but they say very l i t t l e of the next stage; 'a Maximiano 
issus occidi' from Eutropius/Orosius, and, 'a quo se caedi 
iussum compererat' from Aurelius Victor. They make no mention 
of any expedition, 'per Eheni flu v i u s alveum' at this stage. 
The chronology i s by no means certain but i t seems clear that 
Helinandus cannot be r e f e r r i n g to the expedition of 289, 
although his account may be somewhat coloured by that event; 
This expedition i s d i r e c t l y linked to Carausius' i n i t i a l act of 
usurpation whereas the panegyric of 289 makes i t quite clear 
that he was by that time, a usurper of some standing. 
The route, 'per Rheni fluminis alveum' i s presumably that taken 
by at least part of the 289 expedition which the panegyric shows 
to have set o f f from Treves. No mention i s made by Helinandus 
of the f l e e t base that Carausius i s supposed to have had at 
Boulogne. He does mention the, 'optatis spoliis'with 
which Maximians' forces loaded themselves before returning 
along the same route, but these can hardly have been from 
Carausius who had crossed to B r i t a i n . Helinandus mentions an 
army but no part i c u l a r body of ships. That t h i s route was 
follov/ed i s no particular proof that there were ships and indeed, 
imless the whole thing i s a fabrication, there clearly can not 
have been any si g n i f i c a n t naval force involved otherwise 
Maximian would not have had to bu i l d one f o r his 289 expedition. 
This e a r l i e r expedition, without ships seems to have been 
directed against neither Carausius nor, obviously, Roman 
provincials, but against trouble makers operating from just 
beyond the fringes of the empire. Helinandus i s too concerned 
with the fate of the martyrs to give much prominence to anything 
else but i t does appear that t h i s could well i n fact have been 
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a show of strength against the pirates made necessary by 
Carausius' f a i l u r e to perform his duties s a t i s f a c t o r i l y . 
Carausius had taken a l l the ships but a m i l i t a r y operation 
such as thi s could well have seemed a means of being seen by the 
dis s a t i s f i e d provincials to be doing something about the pirate 
menace, as well as providing an opportunity to gain possession 
of whatever booty these pirates s t i l l had af t e r Carausius' 
a c t i v i t i e s . I t seems unlikely that Maximian intended to make 
any r e s t i t u t i o n to the plundered provincials and the dissatisfac-
t i o n does not seem to have abated very quickly f o r he had to 
transfer troops to Gaul from Ivlauretania, 'propter frequentes 
Gallorum tumultus'. Carausius must have been well pleased to 
have such a state of a f f a i r s obtain i n Gaul as a distraction f o r 
Maximian. 
Carausius i s not d i r e c t l y involved i n the martyrdoms which are 
Helinandus' main concern. He i s merely the reason why Maximian 
made the journey i n the f i r s t place.. This ought to mean that 
Helinandus had no reason to d i s t o r t the facts but i t also means 
that he would probably have been content to see any reasonable 
pretext f o r t h i s journey, without analysing i t too closely. 
This explains the inconsistencies of an expedition, supposedly 
against a Carausius who has crossed over to B r i t a i n , without 
any f l e e t . 
Epigraphic Evidence 
The only epigraphic evidence from the period of Carausius and 
Allectus, which mentions either by name, i s the milestone which 
was found i n 1894 i n the bed of the r i v e r P e t t e r i l l , j u s t below 
Gallows H i l l near Carlisle. This i s described by Wright 
Li 
as a, 'Milestone of grey sandstone, mainly c y l i n d r i c a l but 
with one face dressed f l a t , 74" high x 18" wide .... The 
central text has been chiselled away and was presumably primary. 
Then the broader end was used f o r an inscri p t i o n of Carausius. 
Later t h i s was buried and an in s c r i p t i o n of Constantine I , as 
Caesar, was cut at the narrower end ' I t i s recorded with 
more or less comment i n a variety of other places. 
The reading of the Carausian i n s c r i p t i o n i s clear and i n no 
doubt ; 
HIP c M 
AVR MVS 
CARAVSIO P F 
INVICTO AVG 
This provided the f i r s t positive evidence f o r Carausius' f u l l 
name which had, from Stukeley's time been thought to have been 
Marcus Aurelius Valerius Carausius. Stulceley, followed by 
Ecfehel gave HfflP M AVR V CAPAVSIVS P AV as the obverse legend 
on a coin, but t h i s was not followed by Cohen, does not exist 
today, and seems certainly to have been a mistake. There are 
several coins known with IMP C M AVR M CARAVSIVS as the beginning 
of the obverse legend; and there i s also now the second 
medallion,-^ although none of these provides as f u l l a version 
as the milestone. 
Mowat suggests that Carausius took the names Marcus Aurelius 
from jj/Iaximian, 'under whose orders he served i n the army of 
I n f e r i o r Germany'. He expands MAVS to Hausaeus or Mausaius 
t.7 
and cites the small s i l v e r coin struck by the Gallic Celts, 
reading MA.VSAIIOS as corroboration. Holder provides a 
wealth of references f o r these coins and accepts Maecaeus as a, 
'biename des Kaisars Carausius'. He also cites a l l the Carausian 
obverse legends i n which M occurs as examples of the use of 
t h i s name, applying epigraphic principles, to show-that the 
single M would not stand for Marcus but Mausaeus. He also 
raises the p o s s i b i l i t y that Carausius' name was derived from 
some place name 'von llausaeus abgeleitet v i l l e i c h t O . 
Mausiacum'but adduces no evidence i n support of t h i s . Mowat 
(R.N.^ 1895)says that the only place i n Celtic nomenclature 
which starts with Maus, , ' a 'ete* de' r i v e l e nom de l i e u 
Mausiacus, aujourd' hui Mozat signfiant domaine de Mausius 
ou Mausaios.' 
The rest of the milestone presentsmore problems. Wright 
describes the central erasure as the primary text but th i s i s 
not the obvious place f o r such a text imless i t i s assumed 
that the central area i s where the continuation of the primary 
i n s c r i p t i o n would have been. Wrights' reading of ?/hat l i t t l e 
he claims to be able to see mi l i t a t e s against t h i s . Mowat 
(,A.A. I896) reading 'upside down', as V/right says, saw i n th i s 
central area the remains of some part of the Carausian 
i n s c r i p t i o n , which gave the names of places on the route south 
from Carlisle. These, 'proper i t i n e r a r y indications' were 
'purposely separated from the beginning with the intention 
of a t t r a c t i n g the notice of passers by'. His restoration i s :-
^UGUVALLl] 0 
[BROCONAV] AS 
^LLE PASSWl.?) 
'The restored word Luguvallio may safely "be considered as 
certain, v/hilst the complimentary part of [sroconavjas i s merely 
conjectural f o r the sake of showing how the brackets are to be 
f i l l e d v/ith the name of one of the stations on the road to York, 
provided i t has the feminine p l u r a l termination-as' This i s of 
li m i t e d value. Broconavas i s unknown and i t was more common for 
l a t e t h i r d century milestones to dwell on imperial t i t l e s 
rather than 'itinersiry indications'. I t was also abnormal fo r 
a milestone i n a c i v i t a s area^'^ to record amy more such 
information than the distance i n miles from the civitas capital. 
This stone, therefore^ which presumably stood o r i g i n a l l y on the 
top of Gallows H i l l , would have marked the f i r s t mile out 
from Carlisle on the road to York. 
The f i n a l i n s c r i p t i o n i s imclear at a v i t a l point. 
PL VAL 
CONS 
TAHT 
OMOB 
CAES 
This i s a l l that i s certain. Wright gives PL VAL/CONS/TANT 
[ [ l ] / N O NOB/CAES with the F of l i n e four as clearly v i s i b l e , and 
att r i b u t e s the i n s c r i p t i o n to Constantine the Pir s t as Caesar. 
The' CW 1895 account i s more cautious but siiggests Constantine 
as more l i k e l y than Constantius and adduces two other milestones 
from t h i s road i n support of t h i s . B i r l e y , hov/ever, ascribes 
t h i s l a s t i n s c r i p t i o n to Constantius and says of him setting 
i t up while Caesar, 'no doubt there would be no serious objection, 
i n the f i r s t f l ush a f t e r the v i c t o r y of Allectus, to the name 
of the Caesar being cut on the Gallows H i l l stone'. This i s a 
convincing reading. I t i s inherently more l i k e l y that 
Carausius' i n s c r i p t i o n would have been biiried very soon a f t e r 
the recovery i n 296, and the name of the victorious Caesar 
erected i n i t s place. 
As well as possessing 'the sentimental interest of uniqueness' 
t h i s sole lapidary r e l i c of Carausius serves to confirm a 
Carausian presence on the northern f r o n t i e r ; an area which has 
yielded r e l a t i v e l y l i t t l e numismatic evidence of the period. 
There remains the enigmatic i n s c r i p t i o n from Penmachno from 
what has been called a unique example of a christian cairn 
b u r i a l . * * I t reads :-
CARAVSIVS HIC lACIT IN HOC CONGERIES LAPIDVM 
and has been taken by some to mark the actual b i i r i a l place of 
the Carausius.*' Arthur Evans deals with this at some length 
c i t i n g IHubner on the l a t i n i t y as, 'more Romano' rather than 
'more Britannico'. A l l th i s i n s c r i p t i o n can be said to show i s 
that t h i s name svirvived f o r a considerable number of years and 
i n t h i s respect i t may be likened to the coins of the 'second 
Carausius' with which Evans i s primarily concerned i n this 
a r t i c l e . 
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Chapter Two 
THE HOARS EVIDENCE 
GROUP ONE: 
Hoards terminating vfith Carausius 
1 MIERSHAM Bucks 
Stukeley. Letters and Diaries I I p 9 
30 September 1753 'A great number of that Emperors' (sc. 
Carausius) coins was found near that place (sc. Amersliam) 
about two years ago most of them are i n the hands of the 
Lord of the Manor. The workmen, as they were digging, l a i d 
open a curious b u r i a l place, i n form of a minced pye, b u i l t 
with f l i n t s , several bodies found therein 
The people here have a notion that Carausius was slain near 
t h i s place i n a f i e l d called Cavensfield, about 4 miles from 
Newport'. 
This may possibly not have been a hoard but there i s no way of 
establishing t h i s . 
2 BOKING (or BOOKING) Essex TL 7623 
Stukeley. Letters and Diaries I I p I67 = Diary, vol ^  2 
27 June 1754 'She gave me to use three coins of Carausius, 
one a most elegant one SAECVLI PELICITAS. These and a vast 
quantity were found together by a countryman near Boking, Essex'. 
3 BREDICOT Worcs SO9050 (4 miles east of Worcester). 
A l l i e s . History of Worcester. 1852 p. 95; V.C.H.Worcs I p 218; 
C.C.R.B. p 163. 
An urn of red earthenware containing 140 ' t h i r d brass' was found 
i n 1839 during the construction of the Gloucester-Birmingham 
railway. Among 62 examined were:-
7 x Gallienus; 1 x Salonina; 1 x Postumus; 
9 X Victorinus; 24 x Tetricus I ; 11 x Claudius I I ; 
1 X Probus; 4 x Carausius; 
Some of the coins are said to be i n the Worcester Museum but 
enquiries have shown that, i f t h i s i s so, they are now 
inseparably distributed among the general collection of Roman 
coins there. 
4 CAMERTON I I Somerset ST 6857 
V.C.H.Somerset p 292; C.C.R.B. p l62 
I n 1817 three Roman coin hoards were discovered i n a small house. 
One of these contained 114 'Ae 3' aJ^d terminated with a single 
Carausius. 
5 CANTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
Unpublished, v i d i c/o SS Prere 
This i s a scattered hoard f a l l e n from roof timbers i n CXXIX.EXX. 
C6, which consists of 117 coins ranging from Balbinus to Carausius. 
Of these 109 are coins of Carausius. The late s t discemable mark 
PIO 
on these coins i s r=r- There are many crude pieces and quite 
a number of legionary coins. A l l t h i s suggests a reasonably early 
deposition date which may be taken as the 289 suggested by 
Carsons interpretation of the mark 
Iilany of the coins have a rather burned appearance which may 
indicate that the building i n which they were found vvas destroyed 
2 
or damaged by f i r e i n Carausius' time. 
7** 
6 CANTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
V.C.H.Kent I I I p 68; Archaeologia x l i i i p 155, Nos 54, 55 
41 coins were found opposite the east end of Saint Mary, Bredman 
Church, i n a large globular urn, 25" x 17" with small handles; 
'some of Carausius but mostly i l l e g i b l e ' . 
7 CANTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
J.R.S. XLVll . 1957 p 225. 
During excavation carried out i n the car park of the Marlowe 
Theatre a Roman building v/as found. This had been extensively 
damaged by f i r e at the end of the t h i r d century and never 
r e b u i l t . 'In a r e s t r i c t e d area of the f a l l e n debris C.15O 
coins, mainly of Carausius, badly burned, must have formed part 
of a hoard'. 
8 CANTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
Unpublished, v i d i c/o S.S.Prere 
This consists of 6 coins only:-
1 x Claudius I I ; 1 x Carausius (RIC 880); 4 x barbarous radiates, 
9 CASTELL-Y-BERE Merion. SH 67O8 
B . c . s . m p 546; x x m p 506* 
At least ^  coins were found i n a mortarium i n 1951* They ranged 
from Gallienus to Carausius. 
*Boon gives a deposition date of 292. 
10 CONWAY Caerh SH 7777 
Unpublished. Present whereabouts uncertain. 
A hoard of C ^ antoniniani was discovered jus t outside Conway, 
shortly a f t e r the l a s t war. I t contained mostly coins of the 
Gallic Empire and terminated with eight or nine coins of 
Carausius. 
11 m&L Kent TR 3752 
V.C.H.Kent m p 152; C.C.R.B. p l63; G.M. 1854 I p 96 
'About 1834 an urn containing 2^ brass coins, including one 
Carausius, was found i n a f i e l d near upper Deal. This may be 
i d e n t i c a l with the hoard of 1832 but more probably not. S. 
Pritchard i n his History of Deal (I864) p 265, says that i n 
1830 two urns containing Roman coins were found i n the sand h i l l ' 
it 
I t appears, from subsequent enquiries, that t h i s was a much 
larger, d i f f e r e n t hoard. 
12 DINORBEN Denbs. SH 9477 (2 miles south east of Abergele) 
Excavations at Dinorben I965-69. Cardiff 197I pp 33ff. 
Numbers 179, 183, 185, 193, 200, 202, 'were found close 
together and at the same level near hut f l o o r 18.' They are:-
1 X Gallienus (RIC 193); 1 x Victorinus (RIC 61); 1 x cast 
copy of Victorinus ( c f RIC 118); 1 x Tetricus I I (RIC 257); 
1 X Carausius (RIC 101 ^ ^ ) ; 1 x copy of Carausius (RIC 880) = 6. 
13 ELLAND HALL WOOD Yorks SE 1020 (Elland) 
d * Thoresby Society Miscellanea Vl'^; Y.A.J. XXVll p 214 ; 
Richmond 1 A. Huddersfield i n Roman Times. 1925. pp 103, 115; 
Watson. History of Halifax 1775 P 55; Turner J.H. 'History 
of Brighouse, Rastrick and Hipperholme' Bingley. 1893 p 25. 
'To these (sc. the Cleckheaton hoard, v . i . ) may be added another 
hoard, from Elland Hall Wood, v/hich ends with many coins of 
Carausius.' 
^Oct 1769. Hoard of t h i r d brass coins ranging from Gallienus to 
Carausius. 'Most of the coins i t seems, belonged to Carausius.' 
14 EMNETH Norfolk/Cambridge TF 48O7 
V.C.H. Norfolk p 317 
'Hoard of coins including Carausius found near a supposed Roman 
road (Stukeley's I t . Cur p I 4 ) . Possibly found i n Cambridgeshire.' 
15 EPPERSTOHE Notts. SK 6548 
Thoroton. 'History of Nottinghamshire' ed. Thoresby 1797 I I I 
p 40;' Brayley and B r i t t o n XU ( l ) I8I3 p 273; V.C.H. 
Nottinghamshire I I p 26; C.C.R.B. p l62; A.J. x l i i i 1886 p 4O; 
Merry 'Remarks on the Coinage of England' 1789, pp 6, 101. 
A hoard of almost 1000 coins was discovered i n 1776 ranging from 
Gallienus to Carausius and including Salonina, Postumus, Claudius 
I I , Victorinus, T e t r i c i , C l u i n t i l l u s and 'Aelianus'. 'This last 
named i s said to have been a remarkably fine specimen.' (R 
VICTORIA AVG) I t i s presumably a coin of Laelianus. 
16 ERW HEN Carms. SN 654O (Pumsaint; 2 miles from Dolaucolhi) 
N.C, 6 ser. vol XXVl pp 157 f f ; B.C.S. X X l l l p 306; JBS. LVI.1966. 
P 196: 
This hoard of 682 antoniniani was found i n I965. After a single 
specimen of Trajan Decius, the range i s from Gallienus to 
Carausius. The la t e s t mark i s and, presumably, on the 
strength of t h i s . Boon suggests a deposition date of 291. He 
comments, "Carausius' murder might have precipitated uncertainty 
enough especially near the only gold mine, to merit hoard 
burying.' and he suggests that the mine was not i n government 
hands because of the meagre t o t a l and substandard character of 
the coins i n t h i s hoard. The Carausius coins are; 1 x ; 
7 X (inc 4 overstrikes); 1 x copy. 
17 EVERTON Notts. SK 6891 
N.C. 3 ser vol n 1886 p 245; 6 ser. vol V I945 p* 143; 
V.C.H. Notts 11 p 26; C.C.R.B. (as Allectan) p I63. 
A hoard of 6OO coins was found i n 1885 i n a f i e l d between 
Everton and Bawtry ' a l l of copper except a few that appear to 
have been washed with s i l v e r ' . They range from Valerian to 
Diocletian. One piece ascribed to Diocletian i s , i n f a c t , a 
PAX AUGGG 1 ^ struck by Carausius and i n very 'fresh' 
condition. J.D.A.Thompson gives a deposition date of C290 
from the evidence of thi s coin but this seems rather too early. 
C. 292 would be better. 
18 EWELME Oxfords. SU 649I 
Pointer of Britannia Romana, London I724 pp 12 f f ; V.C.H. 
Oxfords p.327; Arch I x x i p 242; (WB Kraay C.M.Oxoniensia 
XV l l - X V l l l , 1952-3 pp 239 f f provides details of what seems to 
be a di f f e r e n t hoard). 
I n 1772 a 'pot' (V.C.H.) or 'urn' (Pointer) was found 
containing a large hoard of t h i r d century coins, ranging mostly 
SI 
from Gallienus to Carausius. Pointer, then chaplain to Merton 
College, received 357 of them soon a f t e r the discovery and 
present knowledge derives chiefly from his publication of some 
of these. His l i s t begins with a single second brass of 
Domitian and ends with an Urbs Roma piece which i s probably an 
intruder. The l i s t does not give mint marks but the coin of 
Carausius i n the Ashmolean Museum from this hoard has . 
19 GEBAT OEMES HEAD Caem. SH 7584 
W.C. 3 ser vol 7111 1868, p l63; A.Camb. 1888 p 370; C.C.R.B 
p 162; B.C.S. X X l l l p 306. 
The coins were found at what was believed to have been an ancient 
fireplace. There were 12 i n a l l together with one sherd. 
1 X Gallienus ( G E M MAXV); 2 x Victorinus (SALVS A V G ) ; 1 x 
Tetricus I (PAX A V G ) ; 13 x Carausius. The latest Carausian 
marks are and which suggest a deposition date of C 291. 
20 HOVERINGHAM Notts SK 6946 
'i.e. 6 ser. vol U. 1949 P 259; J-R.S. x l i 1951 P 130. 
This hoard, found i n 1949» ranges from Gallienus to Carausius -9 
51 X Gallienus; 5 x Salonina; 2 x Postumus; 59 x Victorinus; 
100 X T e t r i c i ; 4 I x Claudius I I ; 1 x OLuintillus; 1 x Probus; 
9 X Diocletian/Msiximian; 40 x Csirausius. t o t a l -> 289. 
'The coins of Carausius, with the exception of some half dozen, 
which owing to corrosion, can not be attributed with certainty 
B/E 
are a l l from the London mint'. The la t e s t mark given i s iiijjQr^ > 
suggesting a terminal date of C.-291. 
S4 
21 LAUGHABIffi CASTLE Carms SN 5011 
G.M. 1839 p 18; Curtis, 'Antiquities of Laughame' 
1880 p 156; P.S.A. 1 ser. vol I p 8; B.3.C. I pp 345 f f ; 
X X I I I p 506; A Camb. LVl (19OI) p 21; C.C.R.B. p l62. 
'An urn containing several of his (so Carausius') coins were 
fotrnd'. This was about 1830 and the f i n d spot was, ' i n a garden 
adjoining Laughame Castle'. 
22 LINCHMEBE Sussex SV 863O 
N.C. 5 ser. vol V 1925 pp 173 f f ; Sussex A.C. LXVll pp 93-102; 
V.C.H. Sussex p 60; Ant. J I925. p 282; J.R.S. XV 1925 p 244; 
XXII 1932 p 94; C.C.R.B. pp 58, 64, 162; Morning Post 1? and 
18, A p r i l 1925. 
810 coins were found i n a Roman um 8" x ju s t within the 
Sussex border, i n December 1924. Of these some 534 were of 
Carausius, mostly i n an excellent state of preservation. The 
la t e s t mark i s a single of c290 with the majority of the 
Carausian coins having . This hoard i s d i s t i n c t i v e f o r 
i t s lack of the coinage of other usurpers, as well as fo r the 
qu a l i t y and condition of the Carausian pieces. 
23 LLAWGEIMVTEN (Rhydd Gaer) Anglesey. SH 4365 
A. Camb I856. p. 326; 1857 p.218*; I86I p 37; B.C.S. I p 
346; XXIII p 307; Gymmrodorion Soc Trans. 1920-21. p 7I n.4. 
This hoard consists of 2^ antoniniani, and one f o l l i s of 
Constantine which i s probably a stray ( c f Din Silwy hoard f o r 
a similar problem). The range of the antoniniani i s ; 
1 X P h i i i p ; 1 x Gallienus; 6 x Tetricus I ; 6 x Tetricus I I ; 
1 X Claudius I I ; 7 x Carausius: (NB This i n fact t o t a l s 22 so 
there i s a minor discrepancy i n the accounts of the hoard). 
The l a t e s t coin i s a j ^ ^ j of c291. The coins of Carausius 
are varied, including a LEG IIXX PRILIIG ~ - and an VBERITAS 
AVG , which may indicate a policy of deliberate s e l e c t i v i t y 
on the part of the hoarder. 
*A short time before finding the coins, the neck of a vase was 
picked up of a bright red coloured pottery must 
have stood about a foot high.• This may possibly relate to the 
hoard's container. 
24 LLAUIDAW Anglesey SH 5639 (4niiles north east of Caernavon), 
A.Camb 1852 p 209; B.C.S. XXIII p.306 
This hoard was found i n a pot at. Tan Ben y Cefn, about 1844. 
Prom the l i m i t e d details available, the range seems to have been 
extensive. Said to have been included i n this hoard i s , 'a 
medal of the Empress L u c i l l a i n good preservation, one of 
Antoninus Pius and one of Carausius'. The Carausius coin i s 
PAX AVG of which i t i s said, 'The die has slipped i n s t r i k i n g 
the coin and part of the impression of another coin i s l e f t on 
one side of i t . ' 
25 LLAIifLECHID (Gerlan) Caem SH 6268 
A.Carab 1870 p 356; B.C.S. XXIII p 307 
This i s an ill-documented hoard of over 200 antoniniani 
ranging from Postumus to Carausius. 
26 DIN Slim (Llanvihangel-!Ilyn-Silwy/Bwrydd'' Arthur) Anglesey 
SH 5892 
B.C.S. I p 346; m i l p 506; Cymmrodorion Soc. Trans 1920-21 
p 67 n; C.C.R.B. p l62. (Nat. Mus. Wales). 
This hoard of 6I antoniniani was found about 19OO. The 
Constantinian piece i s almost certainly a stray. The range i s 
from Victorinus to Carausius with 44 coins of the l a t t e r . 
PIO 
- j g ^ i s the l a t e s t mark present which would be compatible with a 
deposition date as early as 289 although Boon suggests 291. 
One of the Caxausian antoniniani, R.I.C.880, has an obverse 
which i s very similar to that of the coin from Corbridge. 
27 MARGARETTING Essex TL 66OI 
Colchester Museum Report 1934 P 9; J.R.S. XXI 1931 p 236; 
C.C.R.B. P 162; V.C.H. Essex IlT p 157;* 
* '3 miles south v;est of Chelmsford, near Whites' place, i n 
1930 a hoard of ^  antoniniani found halfway, between the t h i r d 
and fou r t h milestones from Chelmsford and about 50^ south of 
the main road'. 
The range i s from Gallienus to Carausius comprising, as f a r as 
may be deduced from the inconsistent accounts;- 3 x Gallienus; 
. 1 X Postumus; 3 x Victorinus; 3 x Tetricus; 2 x Claudius I I ; 
20 X Carausius;. The J.R.S. account further states that of the 
Carausius coins, 2 are from the London mint and 4 from the 
'Colchester' mint. Even a f t e r allovdng f o r i l l e g i b l e coins, 
the inference must be that the majority of the Carausian coins 
were and that the hoard vas probably deposited e a r l i e r 
rather than l a t e r i n the reign. ^  
28 'MEHDIPS' Somerset 
N.C.Iser. vol VU 1847 P 48* V.C.H. Somerset p 338 / ; 
Dorset County Chronicle and Somersetshire Gazette 19.3*1846. 
*'Large number of small brass l a t e l y found .... nothing more 
valuable among them than a Carausius'. 
^ Of t h i s , the only hoard known from th i s are, i t i s said, ' i t 
was probably deposited l i k e many similar hoards about the time 
of Carausius.' 
I t may be possible to i n f e r from the N.C. account that there 
was i n fact only one coin of Carausius i n the hoard. A large 
number of Carausius would probably have provoked more comment. 
This i s most l i k e l y to have been a hoard deposite'd very shortly 
a f t e r the beginning of Carausius' reign. 
29 HARBERTH (Newton) Pembs SN 1114 
A. Camb. 1857 P 313; I864 p 363; 1924 P 223; R.C.H.M. 
Pembrokeshire. 1925 p 28; No 83I; Laws,Little England 1888, 
p 45; B.C.S.I. p 352; XXIII p 306. 
The major problem concerning this hoard i s the discrepancy 
between the t o t a l s provided by dif f e r e n t sources. The A.C. 
account mentions a large number of t h i r d brass coins, a ri n g , 
and a bronze l i g u l a with what was apparently i t s case, and goes 
on to say that the coins were i n 'wretched' condition. 
Emperors included are Gallienus; (Salonina); Postumus; 
Victorimusj T e t r i c i ; Claudius; Florian; OLuintillus; Probus; 
Carausius. with the t o t a l about 300. 
Boon's account i n B.C.S. XXIII, however, gives the t o t a l as 
18,000 and gives the container as a skin. 
50 PETERBOROUGH Northants TL 1999 
B.N.J. I 1904 p 349; C.C.R.B. p 162 
This was found i n a vase of d u l l grey earthenware, 6" high, 8|-" 
i n diameter, some 4' down int o Roman levels (8' belov/ the modem 
surface) on a s i t e which appears to be a p i l e v i l l a g e near a 
former major v/ater course. The container i s described as, 
'bowl-shaped but gathered below the rim which i s turned over. 
I n the gathering i t i s encircled by three f a i n t l y indented li n e s , 
and at i t s broadest circumference, by a fourth'. M j o r points 
to note are a) .. 'without exception the coins show signs of 
long c i r c u l a t i o n i n the excessive wear and tear they have 
undergone before being consigned to the earth ... (b) The 
depth of t h e i r b u r i a l .... (c) the size of the bowl v/hich 
either could or did contain a comparatively large hoard (d) 
.... one of the minims had been pierced and the hold had v/om 
through the edge of the coin before the deposit.' 
These f i f t e e n coins form an odd assortment. 1 x Hadrian; 
1 X A Pius; 2 x Faustina I ; 4 x M Aurelius; 1 x Severus 
Alexander; 1 x Claudius I I ; 1 x Carausius; 4 x i l l e g i b l e (-
.1 X Sestertius; 1 x antoninianus; 2 x minims) = 1^. 
The combination of worn s e s t e r t i i , antoniniani and minims i n 
such a small quantity suggests that t h i s was more a collection 
of souvenirs of some sort than an accumulation of personal 
wealth. I n t h i s respect i t may be likened to the Whitchurch, 
Somerset hoard. 
31 PUCKNOLL (Pucknowle) Dorset . SY 5388 
Trans. Dorset Field Club XXXV 1914 p. 11; N.C. 4 ser. v o l XIV 
1914 PP.92ff; C.C.R.B. l62. 
The exact t o t a l of t h i s hoard, found i n 1859> i s not known. 
107 coins have been recorded ranging thus from Gallienus to a 
single coin of Carausius :- 3 x Gallienus; 2 x Salonina; 
55 X Postumus; 40 x Victorinus; 4 x, T e t r i c i ; 2 x Claudius I I ; 
1 X Carausius. I t v/as found i n 'an earthen j a r turned up with 
the plough.' ' I noticed that as a rule the obverses were 
car e f u l l y struck and bore good p o r t r a i t s whereas the reverses 
were i l l struck or carelessly centred. There were not, however, 
any overstruck pieces.' The Carausius piece is said to be 
similar to Webb 1035 and Blackmoor No 104 and i s thus a 
piece which suggests a deposition date at the beginning of 
Carausius' reign. C.C.R.B. asserts that the hoard i s 
preserved i n part i n the Dorchester Museum. 
32 PENABD GOWER Glamgs SS 5290 
B.C.S. XXIII pp.294 f f ; J.R.S. LVII 1967 p.174 (Nat. Mus 
Wales). 
This hoard of 2583 antoniniani was found i n a bronze bowl i n 
1966. The coins range from 3^alerian to Carausius, with 81 of the 
l a t t e r . These l a s t include a large number of copies according to 
Boon. The l a t e s t mark i s ^-VVT t u t there i s one 'Rouen' coin 
I.ILXXI 
present. I n thi s respect i t i s similar to the hoard from the 
L i t t l e Orme's Head (q.v.) and there i s , i n fact , a more tangible 
l i n k i n that each hoard contains an example of R.I.C. 680 from 
the same pair of dies ( c f L.Orme No 389)* This hoard contains 
three coins. 
55 RICHBOROUGH Kent TR 5558 
Richborough ^  PP-70, 280; N.C. 5 ser. vol ^  1940 p.70. 
Hoard 7. 
'In a small pocket on the inner side of the ditch about one 
t h i r d of the way down. A mass of eleven coins corroded together.' 
Of these eight v;ere d e f i n i t e l y Carausian and one was of Tetricus 
although the types were indeterminate, according to Richborough 
IV. 
There seems to be a discrepancy concerning the location of the 
f i n d spot. Richborough IV p.70 gives i t as a, 'point 6' deep 
i n inner slope of inner ditch at the south west angle.' What 
i s unquestionably the same hoard i s given on p 280 of the same 
report as coming from the'outer stone f o r t ditch, south-west 
corner.' 
This hoard together with that of Allectus from the ditch f i l l 
provide important evidence f o r the dating of building a c t i v i t y 
at Richborough. 
54 RIPLEY Derbyshire SK 5950 
V.C.H. Derby I p 26l; C.C.R.B. p l62; Soc Aut. minutes 12.11.1730 
= I p. 251; Gough's add.to Camden I I p 306. 
'An urn f u l l of coins of Gallienus, Victorinus, Carausius etc 
found i n 1750.' 
35 ST ALTIAWS, Herts TL 1507 
Wheeler R.E.M. & T.V. 'Verulamium; A Belgic and Two Roman Cities' 
Oxford 1956 p. 110 
Ins V Building V; I n a f i r e blackened deposit of debris a 
hoard of ^  antoniniani was found. The range i s from Gallienus 
to Carausius. Of the Carausian coins, 4 were London mint, 2 
Colchester, 7 ~ and 1 . 
1 X Gallienus (RIC l66); 1 x Salonina (RIC 5); 3 x Victorinus 
(RIC 61, 71, 78); 2 x Claudius I I (RIC 266 x 2); 7 x Tetricus I 
(RIC 69/71, 70/71, 80, 88, 121/4 and one overs truck); 5 x 
Tetricus I I (RIC 234, 258, 270 x 2, and one i l l e g i b l e ) ; I4 x 
Carausius (RIC 33, 101 x 2, 121, 272 var, 300, 482, 783, 880 x 5, 
920). with 3 barbarous radiates. 
36 ST ALBANS Herts . TL 1507 
Archaeologia Vol LXXXIV pp.236-7; C.C.R.B. p. I63 
'I69 coins were found i n the period W make up of the stage f l o o r , 
of which 144 were i n close enough association to be deemed a 
hoard, of which the l a t e s t certain i d e n t i f i a b l e pieces v/ere two 
of Carausius - R.I.C. 300 , one barbarous'. 
This R.I.C. 300 i s one of the l a t e s t coins of Carausius' reign 
so the hoard may be dated accordingly. 
37 SEGONTITM Caern. SH 4862 
A. Carab. LXXXII 1922 pp.291, 317-20; Wheeler R.E.M. 'Segontium 
and the Roman Occupation of V/ales.' p. 218; Y Cyramrodor XXXIII 
p.115; B.C.S. XXIII p.305; N . C . 5 ser vol XI 1931 p.23; 
C.C.R.B pp.66, 115, 117, 162; J.R.S. XI 1921, p.225, X I I 
1922, p.243. 
Hoard two, from the sacellum c e l l a r , terminated with one coin of 
Carausius i n extremely f i n e condition. I t was found i n a box 
and ranges thus:- 2 x Gallienus; 2 x Postumus; 5 x Victorinus; 
^2 
1 x E'larius; 4 x Claudius H ; 1 x Qu i n t i l l u s : 15 x Tetricus I ; 
7 X Tetricus I I ; 1 x Carausius; 4 local imitations and 14 
radiate minims. TOTAL Boon (B.C.S.) gives 4 6 antoniniani 
and 10 minims, and a deposition date of 286. The Carausius coin 
i s an R.I.C. 5 6 LEG I MIN which would admit of a deposition date 
very early i n Carausius' reign. 287 would be more l i k e l y than 
286. 
58 SHOTOVER (Lark Rise,) Oxfordshire SP 5 0 5 5 (4 miles 
east of Oxford). 
N.C. Iser. v o l . V 1845, P-45; V.C.H. Oxfordshire I p.527. 
Arch. I x x i p.2 5 5 ; A.J. H I I 8 4 6 , p.125 ; 
This was foimd i n May I 8 4 2 , i n an urn or j a r . Many of the coins 
were i n a good state of preservation. I t was 'found on the 
estate of Mr G.V.Drury i n Thomhill Lane, between the Oxford -
Wheatley road and Shotover Lodge. The pot contained about 36O 
coins and perhaps some beads'. The range i s from 'Antoninus' 
to Carausius and includes Aurelian, Claudius, Claudius Gothicus 
(presumably a l l these v;ere i n fact Claudius I I ) , Ploriian, 
Gallienus, Tacitus, Tetricus, Victorinus, Postumus, Probus, 
Salonina, 'Maximillian' (sic) and Gratian. This l a s t must be 
an intruder. A detailed analysis of the hoard i s no longer 
possible. 
59 SILCHESTER I I Hants. SU 6 2 6 2 
N.C. 6 ser. vol XX I 9 6 O p.245 ; 
insula XVIII This hoard was found i n 1 8 9 7 and consists of 
2 2 antoniniani •> 4 from the period Gallienus to Tetricus and 
HI 
18 of Carausius. The hoard was i n 'new' condition and found to 
have a s i l v e r wash when cleaned. The late s t coin i s an 
r.Ui 
from the l a s t year of Carausius' reign. Most of the Carausian 
coins are from at least the middle years of the reign, with no 
coins present. The hoarder thus appears by and large to 
have sought only the best and most recent coins. The legends 
exhibit no great variety. 
40., SILCHESTER I I I Hants. SU 6262 
N.C. 6 ser. vol H I96O p.245; Arch XlVl p.340; Arch 3 
m p.20; C.C.R.B. P. 63 n.11 & cf p.l62; Woodward, Wilkes 
and Lockart. 'A General History of Hampshire' vol H I p. 280 n; 
or i g i n a l ms account i n Joyce J.G. 'Journal of Excavations at 
Silchester' 24 Nov I865. 
'In the room west of the Triclinium of a large o f f i c i a l 
residence ... a hoard of bronzes was found, on the f l o o r 2'6" 
distant from the wall. They appear to have been thrust into a 
hole i n the wall of the house, i n a leather bag perhaps. The 
pec u l i a r i t i e s of these f o l l e s ( s i c ) were that the greater part 
of them were the coins of former emperors restruck by 
Carausius'. Gallienus, Postumus and Maximian are mentioned 
as having been overstruck and there i s , 'a somewhat rare coin 
struck at Treves (s i c ) i n commemoration of the peace between 
the three emperors ... and some types of coins of his reign 
not often found.' This i s seen as evidence for the view that, 
'this emperor at one time made his headquarters at Silchester.' 
Of the t o t a l of 42 antoniniani, 31 were of Carausius. Some 
accounts associate a coin of Helena \i±th these but t h i s seems 
unlike l y . 
41 SOUTH NORWOOD Kent TQ 5565 
Unpublished v i d i c/o P.J.Casey 
This hoaxd consists of ^  antoniniani of which 48 are 
Carausian. The rest are 1 x Gallienus; 2 x Victorinus; 
1 x Tetricus I I ; 5 x barbarous; A l l the Carausius coins are 
save four which have ~ - . There are four overstrikes, one 
certain die-linked pair. The hoard appears to have been 
deposited early i n the reign. 
42 STRATA FLORIDA Cards . SN 7465 
B.C.S. I p.546; XXIII p.506; C.C.R.B. P. 162 
This hoard consists of at least I6 coins found i n 1855 i n a 
bronze bowl. Of these, 15 were antoniniani :- 1 x Gallienus; 
4 X Victorinus; 7 x Tetricus I ; 1 x Tetricus 11; 2 x Claudius 
I I . The other coin i s a denarius of Carausius i n 'very good 
condition'. Boon gives a tentative deposition date of 290, 
presumably based on th i s denarius. Tlie association of so rare 
a coin as t h i s with so few other coins, v/hich i n themselves are 
i n no way exceptional, i s most unusual. 
45 THURSTOXUMD Yorks SE I6IO 
G.M. 1838 I I p.65; C.C.R.B. p.l62; Richmond I.A. 
•Huddersfield i n Roman Times' 1925 pp.103, II6 (Huddersfield 
Museum). 
This badly documented hoard i s said to include coins of 
'Claudius I I ; Tacitus; Victorinus; Tetricus; Gallienus; 
Carinus, Carausius and the empress Slammaea Augusta'. 
Robertson gives 1 x Ar. of Mamraaea; 7 x Valerian; 1 x Gallienus; 
6 X Victorinus; 13 x Claudius I I ; 8 x Tetricus I ; 2 x 
Tetricus ?? I ; 5 x Tetricus I I ; 3 x Tacitus; 2 x Probus; 
11 X Carausius; 5 x i l l e g i b l e ^ giving a t o t a l of 65 now 
available out of an o r i g i n a l 600-800. 
44 UPSALL CASTLE Yorks. SE 4587 (3 | miles north-east of 
Thirsk) 
N.C. 2 ser. vol m p.2l6; C.C.R.B. p.l62; 
'30 or 40 coins of the usurpers Carausius, Victorinus and 
Tetricus' were found i n 'the Wood Field'. This i s a l l that i s 
recorded about t h i s hoard. 
45 WALMERSLEY Lanes. SO 8013 
Wathin 7/.T. 'Roman Lancashire' p.241; Trans. Hist. Soc. Lanes 
and Cheshire XVIII 1865-6 p.279; B. Mus. guide p.64; 
A.J. x l i x I892 p.224n; C.C.R.a. p.162 (Rochdale Mus?) 
I n I864 a small earthenware pot v/as found, three miles due north 
of Buiy. The vessel was covered by a stone and contained 500-
700 coins terminating with Carausius and Maximian. There were 
also coins of Postumus; Victorinus; Tetricus; Claudius I I ; 
( i u i n t i l l u s ; Tacitus;. Probus. 
A considerable amount of jewellery was found i n association with 
the coins, namely:- a pair of s l i g h t l y ornamented s i l v e r 
bracelets; a massive s i l v e r bracelet, ^ " i n breadth; a 
bracelet of s i l v e r wire; two fragments of bracelets; three 
pla i n s i l v e r finger rings; one finger r i n g 'set with a red 
stone'; broken rings; a fragment of a bronze bracelet; a 
small bronze hinge; the bowl of a bronze spoon and an amulet 
of amber. This i s presumably an assemblage of a l l the metallic 
valuables of the hoarder, concealed together. 
46 mL Lines. TP 4475 
A.J. XCI 1954 p.185; Stukeleys Letters and Diaries I I * p .258; 
A.A.S.R. m p.545; Beauties of England and Wales ^ vol X, 
p.716; C.C.R.B. p.162; Ms. min. Soc. Ant I I717-I732 pp.149, 
152; Gough's Camden 1789 I I p.276; I8O6 I I p.382. 
This hoard was foiind i n 1725 and included coins of Gallienus; 
Victorinus; Claudius I I ; The T e t r i c i and Carausius. 
* ' I n earthen pot 1' deep were 600-700 coins terminating with one 
of Carausius, and another of a young prince, haply his son'. 
^'two f a i r urns containing 6OO Roman coins v/ere found'. 
The hoard had been dispe^lsed even by Slukeley's time. 
NB. Robertson c a l l s t h i s an Allectan hoard which possibly 
contained some gold. 
47 WELNEY Cambs . TL 5294 
Stukeleys'Letters and Diaries I I p^22; V.C.H. Norfolk* p. 552; 
Watson W 'History of Wisbech' p. 555; A.J. x l v i 1889, p.565; 
Goughs Camden 1789 I I p.l41; Skertchley 'Geology of Fenland' 
1877 P.471-
*'Hoard of coins found i n I7I8 including Carausius. ... The 
coins or engravings of them are said to have gone to T r i n i t y 
College Library but I have enquired there i n vain, and the 
statement i s , I suppose, an error'. 
Hi 
^ 'and at Welney whence I had most of my Carausius' .... The 
vixns which contained the coins at Welney lay v/ithin reach of the 
plow-share'. 
The plural, 'urns', implies that a l o t of coins were found and 
'most of my Garausiusj that a large proportion of them v/ere coins 
of that usurper. 
48 WENTWOOD MILL Mons. ST 4194 
N.C. 3 ser.vol X 1890 pp-260 f f ; Lee J 'Isca Silurum' p.83; 
B.C.S.I. p.352; W p.266; XXIII p.306; C.C.R.B. p.162 
J.B.A.A. XXIII 1867 p. 394. (Nat. Mus. Wales) 
Lee records 1200-1300 coins found i n a pot from a quarry i n 
1860. 'Eilany of the coins were of unusiial thinness owing to their 
having been struck up with a carefulness not commonly found i n 
the coinage of that date.' 
The hoard, as presently preserved at Cardiff, consists of 1,051 
coins to which Boon gives a deposition date of 293 although the 
PIO 
l a t e s t mark i s and the majority of the tv/elve Carausian 
coins are . The range i s from Gallienus to Carausius. 
49 WROXETER Salop. SJ 5608 
Bushe-Pox J.P. 'Excavations on the s i t e of the Roman Town at 
?/roxeter 1912-14' 1913 p.72. 
The account states that there were 17 coins i n the hoard but the 
l i s t given only t o t a l 16. They were found i n s i t e V with a 
large mass of corroded iron, ch i e f l y n a i l s . The range i s :-
1 X P h i l i p ; 1 x Trajan Decius; 3 x Gallienus; 1 x Salonina; 
6 X Postumus and four s i l v e r denarii of Carausius of which three 
were badly burned. The denarii are RIG 555» 554 ^ ar (50) 56O 
and o) 6B 4 PAX (AVG) ~ tr.sc. 
cf. the Sully Moor hoard f o r a similar predilection f o r s i l v e r 
persisting down to t h i s time. 
GROUP TWO 
HOARDS TERMINATING WITH ALLECTUS 
1 BUCKf^ OOR Hants- SU 7855 N.C. 2 ser.vol XVII ^  1877 PP.90ff; V.C.H.Hants* pp. 540-2; 
Sussex** A.C. XXXI p.204; XXXIV p.254; C.C.R.B. p.l65; 
J . B . A . A : n.s V m 1902 p.215 Num.Circ.1956 col 95; JRS H 
1912 p.237n; XV 1925 pa.15; XVI 1926 p.38. 
* ' I n 1873 an enormous hoard of coins, stowed i n tr/o jars v/as dug 
up about quarter of a mile north west of Woolmer Pond, and half 
way between i t and Blackmoor House. This hoard, when perfect, 
must have exceeded 50,000 coins; 29,802 mostly ' t h i r d brass', 
but a few ' b i l l o n denarii', were actually obtained, and 29,786 
were catalogued .... No record apparently exists of whether the 
coins i n the two j a r d i f f e r e d at a l l . Very often the coins i n 
large hoards seem to have been sorted i n one way or another.' 
The range i s from Gordian I I I to Allectus and the t o t a l includes 
545 of Carausius and 90 of Allectus. 
/'-The hoard contained examples of bad workmanship, overstrikes, 
brockages and such l i k e . The Carausian and earlier coins are 
worn but the Allectus ones are quite fresh. 
** 'This hoard must have been concealed i n the invasion of 
B r i t a i n by Asclepiodotus ... i t s owner probably perishing i n the 
S9 
c o n f l i c t which terminated the rule of Allectus.' 
2 BORDEN Kent TQ 8863 
V.C.H. Kent I I I p.l05; C.C.R.B. p.l63; J.B.A.A. IV 1849 
p.68; 
I n a pond or rubbish hole near a suspected v i l l a were '^S coins 
(? part of a hoard) - 3 x Gallienus; 28 x T e t r i c i ; 1 x Numerian; 
2 X Carausius; 1 x Allectus. 
These coins are such as may well have formed an early Allectan 
hoard but the details are t a n t a l i s i n g l y sparse. 
3 CAIvIERTOIT I Somerset ST 6857 
V.C.H. Somerset, p.292; C.C.R.B. p.l63; P.S.A. 2 ser XI 
1885 p.314; 
I n a small house, discovered i n 1817, 200' from the l i n e of the 
Fosse Way was a hoard of 60 t h i r d brass going down to Carausius 
and Allectus. I n the same house two other hoards were found; 
one terminating v/ith Gallienus, the other with a single Carausius 
(v.s.) 
N.B. Robertson has 67 coins f o r th i s hoard. 
4 CANTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
unpublished v i d i c/o S.S.Prere 
Hoard 2 CXXIX EXXD 6 (F) I969 
This consists of 8 coins :- 1 x Tetricus (R.I.C.56); 4 x 
Carausius (R.I.C. 118 237 ^ ' ' ^ x Allectus 
( R . I . C . 42 ^ 0-) and two radiates. Associated with these i s an 
intrusive Theodosian bronze. The absence of Allectan g u i n a r i i 
may possibly indicate a deposition date somewhat before the last 
year of Allectus' reign. The presence of a 'Rouen' coin i s 
worthy of note ( v . i . ) 
5 COLCHESTER Essex TM. 0025 
N.C. 5 ser. vol X 1950 pp.175 f f ; Hull M.R. 'Roman Colchester' 
p.277; C.C.R.B. p.l65; IT.C. 6 ser.vol H 1944 pp. 1 f f . 
This was found i n 1927 a few miles from Colchester, i n a pot 
which i s now l o s t , and consisted of well silvered antoniniani i n 
p r i s t i n e condition. Those of Carausius and Allectus are called, 
'very neatly executed pieces with busts i n high r e l i e f , with 
well formed l e t t e r i n g , well centred on carefully rounded blanks. 
This i s especially noticeable of the coins of Allectus 
those of Carausius are large widespread pieces with only one 
or two of the small and barbarous early issues'. They consist 
of :- 5 X Gallienus; 1 x Salonina; 1 x Tacitus; 
102 X Carausius; 2 x Carausius i n Maximian's name; I67 
X Allectus - 298. 
The break do\7n of mint marks i s :-
London ; 'Colchester' ; S/C S/P 
Carausius 51 : 24 : 21 
Carausius (M) 1 : 1 : 
Allectus 114 : 55 : 
Webb suggests a deposition date r i g h t at the end of Allectus' 
reign; i n spite of rather than because of a few q u i n a r i i , which 
he does not accept as Allectus' l a s t issue. 
NB The t o t a l i s increased by three coins to ^ 01 by additional 
information given i n the N.C. 1944 account. 
lOI 
6 CRONDALL Hants . SU 7948 
N.C. 4 ser.vol ^  * 1904 p.136; 5 ser.vol xg 1934 ^ p.310; 
C.C.R.B. p.163; 
* The exact details of t h i s hoard v/hich was found i n the Barley 
Pond, Crondall i n 1873 are uncertain. I t was alleged that 
about 200 coins were found ranging from Claudius I I to Allectus 
and including Probus and Tacitus. The hoard contained some twelve 
coins of Carausius and four or f i v e of Allectus. 
'^ Here there i s mention of some 3OO coins of Postumus and other 
Gallic emperors 'and perhaps 25 or more of Carausius and 7 or 8 
of Allectus. Several of the legitimate emperors were represented. 
I remember coins of Gallienus, Claudius, Gothicus .... a very 
few of Aurelian and Probus.' The condition of the coins i s 
said to have been f a i r l y good and most of them appear to have 
been 'of the usual types' save f o r the exceptional Carausian 
GENIO BRITANNI = RIC 241. 
7 COYGAN CAVE (Kyngadle/Llansadwmin) Carms. SN 693I 
G.M. 1839 H P.18; 1842 I I pp.472-4; A.J. XXIX p.102; 
A Camb 1901 p.21; P.S.A. I , p.8; B.C.S. g 1928 p.252; 
X X I I I p.306; R.C.H.M. Caxmarthen. 1917 p.l88 No.559 
G.M. ' i n a natural cavern at Kyii-Gadel-<7.. a s a c r i f i c i a l 
censer or thuribulum of bronze containing many coins of 
Carausius This i s on Coygan H i l l ' . 
A.J. ...'tomb hewn i n the rock resembling that at Llantwit. 
4'6" X 2'6" X 2'. A human skeleton crouched upon one of i t s 
sides lay i n the c i s t with a bronze strainer. The probability 
that the Llantwit deposit may be ascribed to the late Roman 
period appears thus confirmed.' also*in context were.... 
'many bones of birds, small animal and snail shells.' and of 
the coins ....'numerous coins of Carausius, Allectus, Carus and 
Tetricus.' 
A.C 'at Cyngadle, a pass through the c l i f f s westward of 
Laughame ... many coins of Carausius. This r e l i c (sc.the 
container) i s a beautiful specimen of B r i t i s h workmanship.' 
Pour bronze objects were found with the coins, a) the patera 
b) a hemispherical perforated strainer; c) part of the rim of 
a strainer d) an ornamental stand f o r a patera. The A.C. 
account cal l s the b u r i a l neolithic and 'certainly not normal 
Roman,' discovered by someone who was looking f o r a good place 
to conceal his v/ealth and used f o r such a purpose. The G.H. 
account goes so f a r as to suppose from the presence of Carausian 
coins that t h i s was the b u r i a l place of one of Carausius' 
admirals' and i t quotes Vergil Aen VI 232 f f . to add poetry 
i f not positive support to the view. 
8 CYMIL GAIO Carms . SN 654O (Pumsaint) 
Arch I I * pp.15-16; N.C. 6 ser.vol XXVI 1966 pp.157 f f ; 
B.C.S. XXIII p.507; lis min. Soc.Ant IX I762-I765 p.187; 
C-ough's Camden 1789 p.508. 
* ... '3000 medals were dug up at Cunvil or Kynwil Gaio .... 
l a s t year (I762). They were of Gallienus, Salonina and several 
of the t h i r t y tyrants and the largest were those of Carausius 
and Allectus. I t i s supposed that they v/ere l e f t by troops 
called away by Allectus to face Chlorus' invasion. Gerald of 
Cambridge i s quoted on the area, 'antiquitate suspicienda, 
c o c t i l i b u s muris partim ad hue extantibus egregie clausa, 
supra nobilem Torium fluvium.' 
I n t h i s same area the Erw Hen hoard was found, as v/ell as various 
items of Roman jewellery and an aureus of Allectus. The gold 
mines of Dolaucothis are also nearby. 
9 FLEET Lines . TF 3823 
C.A.S.O.P 1883, p.74; C.C.R.B. p.l63; Stukeley Itin.Cur. I 
11 and 13; Proc. Arch. I n s t . Lines 1848 p . l v i i i ; A.J. XXXV 
(1878) p.78; x l i x 1892 p.224n; XCI 1954 p.l66. 
'In the parish of Fleet near P^vensclough, about I698, upon a 
piece of ground where buildings had been, Mr. Lenton dug up a 
large urn v/ith l e t t e r s round i t , f u l l of Roman coins, about the 
quantity of three pecks. They were of brass piled edgeways, 
mostly of the time of Gallienus and the t h i r t y tyrants so called, 
Tetricus, Claudius. Gothicus, Victorinus, Carausius, Allectus etc'. 
The recorder has been unusually observant i n noticing that the 
coins were stacked edgeways up. For a large quantity of coins 
to remain f o r so long i n t h i s position they must have been 
deliberately arranged thus a l l at once, 
cf. the 'Conquest' h^ard from Somerset. 
10 HOLT Norfolk TG 0738 
J.R.S. XXXIV 1944 p.79 
Near Holt, Norfolk, a hoard of 1,105 coins was found i n a j a r of 
coarse black ware. The range was from AD 249 to Allectus and 
included 42 s i l v e r coins as well as IO63 bronze. There were 9 
of Carausius and 2 of Allectus. I n the same f i e l d late t h i r d 
century, and fourth century pot sherds and t i l e s were found. 
The paucity of Carausian coins i s , perhaps, surprising.in an 
Allectan hoard but 1 x Tr.Decius; 1 x Valerian; 107 x 
Gallienus; 10 x Salonina; 15 x Postumus; 2 x Laelian; 1 x 
Marius; 201 x Victorinus; 120 x Claudius I I ; 6 x Q.uintillus; 
399 X Tetricus I ; 222 Tetricus I I ; 1 x Aurelian; 2 x Tacitus; 
5 X Probus; 1 x Diocletian; 9 x Carausius; 2 x Allectus; 
1012 coins i n the Castle Museum, Norwich, 31 with Mrs P h i l l i p s , 
The Rectory, Bale. 
11 LILLY HORl^ r (Bisley Villa/Watercombe/Oakridge) Glos. SO 9006 
N.C. Iser.vol V 1845 p.149; I846, proc p.5; 1849 p.34 (as 
Watercombe); 2 ser. vol XI 1871, p.l75; A.J. I I p .42; C.C.R.B. 
p..163; J.B.A.A. I 1846 p. 44 n 1847, P-175; B.G.A.S. XI 
1884, p. 14; B.A.A. Glos 1846 p.9. 
On a v i l l a s i t e i n the south west angle of room 18 under 6" 
down an earthenv/are pot was found containing 1,223 coins ranging 
from Valerian to Allectus including. 355 x Victorinus; 629 x 
T e t r i c i ; 7 x Carausius; 1 x Allectus. 
This appears to be an early Allectan hoard such as No 10. 
Presumably the hoarder either acquired a large accumulation of 
pre-Carausian coins but had l i t t l e to add to them, or else, he 
deliberately kept the most contemporary coins moving while only 
hoarding e a r l i e r pieces. About half the hoard i s preserved i n 
the Stroud Museum v/here i t can be seen to be i n a good state of 
preservation. 
12 OLNEY (steeple Claydon) Bucks. SP 7027 
V.C.H.* Bucks n p 10; J.B.A.A. i n p 255; C.C.R.B. p. I63 . 
This i s a badly documented hoard of 'silver coins found i n a 
f i e l d ' . 
*...'betv/een the Lavendon and Warrington roads i n a f i e l d called 
Ash furlongs north of Olney. Of these, three are s t i l l at Olney, 
including one of Allectus'. 
13 OUNDLE Northants. TL O488 
N.C. 1 ser.vol V 1845- PP-193-5-
This hoard was found during work on a railway l i n e . I n association 
with i t were human bones, other bones, pottery, brass pins and 
part of a clasp buckle. A fevf early coins are mentioned, 'Tvro 
Claudius, second brass; one Trajan, large brass; two Faustina 
Senior large brass' as i s a t h i r d brass' of Constans which i s 
probiably an intruder or perhaps a descriptive error. 'One of 
the Claudius was found i n a dark blue vessel, the only one 
preserved entire.' There must, therefore, have been more than 
one container. The hoard was found i n I844 and consisted of 
over 1203 antoniniani i n addition to the early coins :- 2 x 
Valerian; 29 x Gallienus; 5 x Salonina; ? x Postumus; 
355 X Victorinus; 5 x Marius; 431 x Tetricus I ; 198 x Tetricus 
I I ; 54 X Claudius I I ; 6 x Qu i n t i l l u s ; 9 x Aurelian; 2 x 
Severina; 55 x Tacitus; 2 x Florian; 75 x Probus; 1 x Carus; 
1 X Carinus; 2 x Numerian; 6 x Diocletian; 2 x L5aximian; 
7 X Carausius (Pax, Aequitas, Salus); ? x Allectus. 
There i s some confusion over these figures as no number i s 
given for Postumus or Allectus and the t o t a l of 1205 represents 
(Ob 
the sum of the others. Unless Postumus and Allectus totals have 
been accidentally merged with Victorinus and Carausius respectively, 
t h i s would mean that there were, i n f a c t , more than 1 2 0 5 
antoniniani. 
The size and range of thi s hoard, together with the presence of a 
few early coins suggests that i t v/as the accumulation of several 
generations of the hoarder's family. 
1 4 PARIC END (Forrest of Dean) Glos. SO 5710 (Coleford) 
B.G.A.S. VI pp . 1 1 0 f f ; J.B.A.A. XXIII I 8 6 7 . p.593; XXV I 8 6 9 
p.158 . 
This hoard was discovered i n 1852,'near the Park End iron works 
on the Coleford road, and when found the coins were enclosed 
i n a Jar of common grey Roman pottery.' The range i s from Julia 
Dorana to Allectus, 'from which we may safely conclude that the 
ruins i n the f o r r e s t of Dean were worked by the Romans u n t i l the 
close of the t h i r d century'. 
The B.G.A.S. account i s based on a co l l a t i o n of the coins by 
Bagnall-Oakley and Lee. Of the Uarausius and Allectus coins 
p. I l l n says, 'These two coins were purchased with some very 
common ones, from a di f f e r e n t source, and though they are 
probably part of the same f i n d , I have no positive proof of i t . ' 
The t o t a l was over 1 0 0 0 of which about half T/ere unidentifiable. 
Those l i s t e d are:- 1 x Ju l i a Domna; 1 x Gordian; 9 x P h i l i p ; 
2 X T Decius; 2 x Valerian; I 5 I x Gallienus; 2 5 x Salonina; 
1 7 5 X Postumus; 68 x Victorinus; 2 x Marius; 55 x Tetricus I ; 
1 1 X Tetricus I I ; 1 2 5 x Claudius I I ; 18 x 'Q.uintillus; 1 0 x 
S/P^  Probus; 1 x Carinus; 1 x Carausius (PAX AUGG (sic) - 7 - ) ; 1 x Allectus 
c 
CPAXAue ^ ) 
l o t 
15 SAPPERTON TUNNEL (Lark's Bush) Glos. SO 9405 
N.C. Iser.vol V 1845, p . l 9 5 ; C.C.R.B. p l65; A.J. 11.1845, P 45-
On 'Sept 14th I844 •••• labourers the mouth of the 
Sapperton Tunnel .... found a human skeleton imbedded i n the 
earth about f i f t e e n inches, and by i t s side seventy Roman coins.' 
About half were examined and they included, 'Galleinus, 
Victorinus, Tetricus Senior, Salonina, '.Q^uintillus, Carausius 
and Allectus.' 
Some 5000 coins were found nearby i n the hamlet of Prampton i n 
1759 ranging from Pius to Gallienus. 
The Sapperton Tunnel hoard i s pa r t l y i n Stroud Museum and partly 
i n private hands, (of No 13 from Oundle). 
16 SKEWEN (Coed y Pfranc) Glamgs . SS 7297 
A Camb LXXVII pp.415-7; B.C.S. XXIII p.507; N.C. 5 ser.vol X 
1930 p.134. (Nat.Mus.Wales) (C.C.R.B. p.165 as Neath) 
This vfas found i n 1919 i n an old quarry, ' i n a hollow covered by 
two f l a t stones', and consists of 150-200 antoniniani from 
Gallienus to Allectus. There are at Cardiff 6 x Gallienus; 8 x 
Claudius I I ; 5 x Postumus; 10 x Victorinus; 2 x Tetricus I ; 
7 X Tetricus I I ; 1 x Tacitus; 5 x 'radiates'; 18 x Carausius; 
1 x Allectus — 61. 
The A.C. account records the fact that the coins were 'mostly 
damaged' and this i s borne out by what remains of them at 
Cardiff where some are chipped and corroded to l i t t l e more than 
h a l f size. The Allectus coin which terminates the hoard i s axi 
s/p 
and Boon suggests 295-4 as the time of concealment. 
(OS 
17 TICKENHAIJ Somerset ST 4571 
V.C.H. Somerset p.567; C.C.R.B. p . l65 
This i s a poorly documented hoard found i n 1829 ranging from 
Gallienus to the Tetrarchy. I t i s l i s t e d as an Allectan hoard by 
Sutherland. I t s f i n d spot i s very near that of the Cadbury hoard. 
18 WATCHFIELD Berks- SU 2490 
N.C. 4 ser.vol VI 1906 proc p.5; V.C.H. Berks; C.C.R.B. p . l 65 ; 
R.I.C.V. 2 pp-449-50; Evening Standard and St James' Gazette. 
15.9.1905. 
25 coins T/ere found i n a small earthenv/are vessel i n a stone-lined 
w e l l . They ranged thus :- 1 x Gallienus; 5 x Victorinus; 5 x 
T e t r i c i ; 1 x Claudius I I ; 1 x Maximian; 6 x Carausius; 
6 X Allectus; Those of Carausius and Allectus are said to have, 
'been struck at London and Colchester'. 
19 WEDMORE (Cocklade/Cocklake) Somerset ST 4547 
Ant J. V m * p-97 (Wedmore); J.R.S. XVII ^1927 p.205 (Cocklade); 
C.C.R.B. p.165 (taking i t as tv/o separate hoards). 
*This i s alleged by one hoard of coins and another of 10 which 
became indistinguishably mixed. I t seems probable that t h i s i s 
two separate b i t s of the same hoard found at diff e r e n t times but 
cf. the J.R.S. account. There were I4 x Carausius and 1 x Allectus, 
of which six were i l l e g i b l e , including the Allectus. 
'^Tliis account mentions 45 coins beginning with one each of Pius 
and Caracalla then ranging from Gallienus to Allectus and 
including I 4 of Carausius. They were found i n an ii m of late 
date by the side of a stone pitched courtyard and roadv^ray near 
I 0 9 
Cbcklade on the south side of the Wedmore-Rodney Stoke road. 
Close to i t another hoard of 10 coins was found, of the same 
period, as well as a penannular brooch, a f i b u l a , a quena. and a 
pot. 
I t cannot be proved that t h i s was a l l one hoard but th i s i s 
probably the case. Recent ae r i a l photography has shown that the 
settlement here was much larger than was at f i r s t thought. 
Some of the coins are s t i l l i n private hands i n the area. 
i 
GROUP THREE 
HOARDS CONTAINING CARAYSIVS ANP/OR ALLBCTUS ONLY 
1 BITTERNS Hants. SU 4513 
V.C.H. Hants I p.544, Hampshire Repository I p.115; 
I.B.A.A. n.s. X I I 1906 p.115; C.C.R.B. p . l 65 ; Woodward, 7/ilks 
and Lockhart. Gen.Hist.of Hants. London I 8 6 I I I p . l50 and n. 
I n the context of extensive remains, 'A small pot f i l l e d v/ith 
coins of Allectus was found here about 1799, but exactly where I 
do not knowl This i s further said to have happened, 'when the 
new road to Botley was made'. 
2 CAERWENT Mons. ST 4790 
Arch. LXII p .452; B.C.S. XXIII P.507; C.C.R.B. p. I65 . 
I n 1910, i n the south west angle of room 15 a small pot was found 
containing s i x coins of Carausius and four of Allectus. A l l were 
i n mint condition. The Carausius coins are 1 x London, 4 x 
s/p 
' Colchester', 1 x and the Allectus are 1 x London and 5 x 
s/p s /p 
'Colchester'. The l a t e s t i s or and Boon suggests a 
deposition date of c 295-4* 
I 10 
3 DINAS DINLLE Capm. SH 2756 
Button 'Remarks on North Wales' p.117; B.C.S.I. p.548; 
XXIII p.507 
This badly documented hoard was found cl800 and consisted 
c h i e f l y of antoniniani of Allectus. 
4 DROITtnCH Worcs. SO'8693 
Unpublished. cf-N.C. forthcoming 
A hoard of 1^ antoniniani found i n 1975 at the Bays Meadow s i t e , 
Droitwich, comprising four of Carausius and ten of Allectus. The 
coins of Allectus are i n a very good state of preservation. 
The absence of q u i n a r i i suggests that the hoard vfas concealed 
somewhat before the end of Allectus' reign. 
4a) GWINDY/lffiATH see PORT TENNANT (No 9) 
5 HAI;BmMITH London TQ 2278 
London Museum Catalogues I I I . London i n Roman Times, p,190; 
C.C.R.B. p.165; A.J. Ixxxvi I929 p.86. 
'Seven antoniniani of Carausius found together i n the Thames at 
Hammersmith. The mints, where decipherable are ^ — and ^ ' 
These marks suggest that t h i s i s an early Carausian deposit or 
loss. 
6 LEIGH CHURCH Essex TQ 8586 
unpublished, information from I.G.P.Murray Esq, then of Spink 
and Son. 
This i s a hoard, 'found early i n the s i x t i e s at Leigh Church i n 
11 
Essex, comprising only about ^  or so pieces, mainly of 
Allectus, a l l i n f a i r l y good condition.' 
David M i l l e r , then with Meridien Coins, claimed that a Carausian 
RIC 174 i n very f i n e condition was also from this hoard. The 
hoard has now been dispersed. 
7 LITTLE OmSES HEAD Caem. SH 8182 
A. Camb vol L X I I I I9O8 p - l l 6 ; Antiquary x l i i i I907 pp. 46,85; 
B. W.J, n i 1907 pp.19-20; g I9O8 p.540; Num.Circ.XV I907 
col 9729; N.C. 4 ser.vol 7 1907 proc p.7; 6 ser.vol XVI 
1956 pp.205 f f ; B.C.s. I p.548; m n p.306; C.C.R.B. p.162. 
(Nat.Mus.Wales, B.M. Ashmolean, private hands) 
This hoard does i n fact include a very few coins other than those 
of Carausius and Allectus but as the overwhelming majority of so 
large a hoard does consist of th e i r coins, i t has been included 
i n t h i s group. 
The hoard was found i n I907. The metal s t r i p s and the, 'patch 
of black earthly matter quite d i s t i n c t from the neighbouring s o i l ' , 
suggest that i t was o r i g i n a l l y contained i n a metal bound wooden 
box. Willoughly-Gardners' e f f o r t s to trace a l l the coins from the 
hoard suggest an o r i g i n a l t o t a l of over 200. Rather less than 
600 have been documented. There are many irregular and over-
struck pieces; a coin (No 389 i n NC '56) which i s from the same 
dies as one of the coins from the hoard at Pennard Gower (g.v.); 
the remarkable antoninianus (No 97a) from the same obverse die 
as the only extant HSR aureus (R.I.C. 534); a coin from the 
same dies as one from a possible small hoard from Surrey; and 
two 'Rouen' coins. 
These 'Rouen' coins complicate the dating of the hoard. The 
la t e s t mint mark i s i f ^ which would give a deposition date 
ML 
of about 289 but the 'Rouen' coins bring t h i s forward to the 
end of the reign, presuming that such coins were only issued 
then. ( v . i . on 'Rouen' coins). 
Boon (B.C.S. XXIII) contradicts himself somewhat i n giving a 
deposition date of 293 saying 'no mint marks aft e r 289 but two 
Rouen coins'. I n contrast to using 'Rouen' coins to date the 
hoard thus, he refers on p 295, to,'a Rouen mint which began 
i t ' s a c t i v i t y before 290'. 
8 OLD FORD BOW London TQ 3683 
N.C. 2 ser.vol VI 1866 p.304; Trans.London and Middlesex Arch. 
Soc. m 1870 p.207; V.C.H. Middlesex I p.75; R.C.H.M. 
London 1928 p.189; C.C.R.B. p.l65. 
I n February 1866, a quarter mile from the ferry towards 
London i n a fork i n the road (one road going north-west across 
Cambridge Heath, the other, south-west across Bethnal Green) 
'a small vase of dark pottery f i l l e d with t h i r d brass coins of 
Allectus' was found 5" down. They were mostly very corroded. 
The N.C. account says that of the t h i r d of the hoard examined, 
a l l were q u i n a r i i of Allectus with either VIRTVS or LAETITIA 
types. This i s , thus, a late Allectan hoard including coins of 
both mints. 
9 PORT TENNAWT Glamgs . SS 7597 (approx) 
Morgan. 'Antiquarian Survey of East Gower' p.71; Dillwyn 
'Contributions to the History of Swansea' p. 56; B.C.S. I p.570; 
IV p.252; XXIII p. 507; C.C.R.B. p.165 Simpson G.'Britons 
and the Roman Army' p.l68. 
On the beach at Port Tennant, east of Swansea, J. antoniniani of 
Carausius were picked up af t e r a storm i n 1856. I n the same 
year a t h i r d brass of Allectus was found 'near the same spot'. 
Simpson records 7 x Carausius and 2 x Allectus. 
This must be the same as the Gwindy/Neath hoard recorded i n 
N.C. 5 ser.vol X 1950 p.l64 as, '.... J coins of Carausius 
found on the beach between Gwindy and Neath'. 
10 RICHBOROUGH Kent TR 5558 
Richborough IV p. 280; N.C. 5 ser.vol ^ p. 70 (Hoard No 6) 
This consists of 6 coins of Allectus, found together i n the 
f i l l i n g of the middle earth f o r t ditch, about three feet down. 
A l l have the mark from the f i r s t year of Allectus reign. 
This hoard taken i n conjunction with the Carausian hoard from 
the side of one of the stone f o r t ditches provides valuable 
dating evidence f o r the change over to stone at Richborough ( v . i ) 
11 ST ALBANS Herts. TL 1507 
V/heeler R.E.H. & T.V. 'Verulamium, a Belgic and Two Roman Cities', 
Oxford 1956 p.110. 
Ins. V Building Vi 
I n the south west wing a hoard of antoniniani was found, a l l 
of Carausius. Of these, one was overstruck and a l l but one 
appear ' s l i g h t l y barbarous'. There are 15 x - ; 1 x — j - ; 
PIO 
1 X rrj-r. ; 2 x PI . These l a s t are the latest coins which can 
clearly be no e a r l i e r tha.n those they copy, namely c 289. 
"4 
GROUP FOUR 
'LEGITIMIST' HOARDS 
1 CADBURY (Clapton i n Gordano) Somerset ST 4773 
N.C. 3 ser.vol m pp.238 f f ; 5 ser.vol Vn I927 pp. 209-18; 
C.C.R.B. p.163; V.C.H. Somerset P.36O; 
This i s a hoard of ^  antoniniani found i n 1891 :- 1 x Gallienus; 
1 X Victorinus; 2 x Claudius I I ; 7 x Aurelian; 2 x Tacitus; 
1 X Florian; 8 x Probus; 1 x Numerian; 5 x Diocletian; 
5 X I^aximian; 1 x Carausius (pAX AVGGG) ; 1 x Constantius as 
Caesar; 1 x 'plated'. 
Sutherland records t h i s as an Allectan hoard and he includes as 
Allectan the Clapton-in-Gordano hoard (N.C. I927) although the 
account mentions no coins of Allectus. The hoard was found 
very near to the Tickenham f i n d , (fl.v.) 
2 CHEDDAR Somerset ST 4555 
J.B.A.A. I I 1847 P-270; • V.C.H. Somerset I p.559; I^ -C. 
1847 p-48; Dobson 'Archaeialogy of Somerset' 1951 p. 156; 
C.C.R.B p.162; 
I n a hoard of about 100 bronze coins ranging from Gallienus to 
Diocletian and Maximian there were no coins of the usurpers as 
such although of the 29 coins of Diocletian and Maximian, 7 
were struck by Carausius. 
Those represented vrere :- 1 x Gallienus; 1 x Salonina; 2 x 
Postumus; 7 x Aurelian; 1 x Severina; 20 x Tacitus; 50 x 
Probus; 2 x Carinus; 17 x Diocletian (inc 5 x Carausius); 
12 X Maximian (inc. 4 x Carausius) -> ^2 
l i s : 
3 EAST HAmmAHH V/ilts. SU 1429 
N.C. 6 ser.vol U. 1949 PP-251 f f ; CC.R.B. p . l 6 4 ; 
(Shrewsbuiy Mus). 
This hoard was found i n 1871 and out of an or i g i n a l t o t a l of 
3958 some 3709 coins have been recorded. They are generally 
very well preserved, many retaining t h e i r s i l v e r wash, and 
there are almost no usurpers coins. There are no coins of 
Carausius by name but 19 i n the name of Diocletian and 27 i n 
the name of Iilaximian. 
3 X Valerian; I519 x Gallienus; 120 x Salonina; 2 x Salonimus; 
2 X Valerian I I ; 111 x Q u i n t i l l u s ; 4 x Tetricus I ; 91 x 
Aurelian; 12 x Severina; 103 x Tacitus; 5 x Plorian; 227 x 
Probus; 8 x Carus; 8 x Carinus; 1 x Ilagnia Urbica; 9 x 
Niomerian; 81 x Diocletian (inc 19 x Carausius) ; 80 x 
Maximian (inc 27 x Carausius); 5 x Constantius; 4 x Galerius; 
4 EVENLSY Northants. SP 5634 
N.C. 1 ser.vol XV 1855 p.38; 2 ser.vol n p.175; G.M. 
1854 1 p.55; A.J: x l i x 1892 p.224 n.j V.QH Northants p.217; 
C.C.R.B. p.164. 
Pound i n 1826 i n 'a common earthenware pot' were 3153 coins 
(2448 second brass 'generally well preserved' and 705 t h i r d 
brass, 'much worn'). The overall range of the t h i r d brass i s 
26O-306 AD including only'two coins of Carausius and very few of 
the Gallic Emperors. The N.C. 1855 account takes t h i s to be a 
soldiers'pay hoard but t h i s does not explain the presence of so 
many older second brass coins. 
i ( b 
5 GLOUCESTER (Cross) GLOS. S08518 
Daily Telegraph 20.2.1960; Western Liail 31.3.I96O; J.R.S. 
vol L I 1961 p. 186; unpublished notes Carson R.A.G. 
This hoard of 15»544 coins was found i n 1959- I t included very-
few coins of the usurpers and i s d i s t i n c t i v e i n containing i n 
such large numbers the coinage of the central emperors, struck 
a f t e r the reform of Aurelian, which i s normally so rare i n 
B r i t i s h hoards. The hoard closes with twenty coins of Carausius, 
including one 'Rouen' piece, nine of his i n the name of Diocletian, 
seven i n that of Maximian, and two of Allectus with the mark ^ 
GROUP FIVE 
HOARDS TERiaNATING AFTER ALLECTUS 
1 BRISTOL (Nr) Somerset? ST 5872 (-Bristol) 
V.C.H. Somerset p.358; N.C. 3 ser.vol V 1885 p.118, C.C.R.B. 
p. 164. 
A hoard of 347 coins was discovered near B r i s t o l about 1875* 
They range from Gallienus to Constantine I I , the majority being 
s/c 
of Constantine I . There i s one Carausius R). KOEETA AVG 
Evans gives a deposition date of 322 and comments on the, 
'remarkable scarcity of the coins of Carausius and Allectus' 
There i s reason to believe that this and two other local hoards, 
Easton (gv) and Montpelier, were o r i g i n a l l y a l l one large fourth 
century hoard which was subsequently s p l i t up. 
2 CAITTERBURY Kent TR 1457 
Unpublished notes of R Reece 
117 
Hoard 8 CXXX EXXl D l l H . 
This ranges from Claudius I I to Gratian and includes one 
Carausius (fUG 880). 
3 CLBCKHEATOH Yorks SE 1925 
Richmond lA 'Huddersfield i n * Roman Times' p-115* Hoard V I I I ; 
i • Y.A.J. X3CVII ^  p. 214; Heames ed. of Lelands' I t i n e r a r y I714 
vol IX p.144-
* coins of 'Constantine, Constantius, Diocletian and Carausius' 
AD 284-306. 
^ 'A hoard of t h i r d brass dating 287-305'• 
4 DORCHESTER Oxon- SU 5794 
Unpublished notes of R Reece 
This hoard consists of 1^ coins ranging from one of Allectus 
down to coins of the house of Theodosius. The f i r s t , i s a 
'quinarius (RIC I30) i n mint state and i s the largest coin i n 
the hoard. I t i s possible that this i s a group of. coins put 
together i n post Roman times. 
5 DUSTOK-NORTOW (Nobottle) Northants. SP 6763. 
N.C. 5 ser.vol X 1930 p. 275; 5 ser.vol XI 1931 p. 321; 
J.R.S. vol XVll 1927 p.202; A.J. XC 1933 pp. 282 f f . 
Pound i n the ruins of a Romano-British building, this hoard, 'had 
obviously been carefully hidden within the building v/hen i t was 
already ruined.' There v/as no trace of a container but the hoard 
was 'concealed under a wedge shaped stone placed aslant the 
found of a crosswall'. The N.C. 1930 account-also says, 'The 
I i 8 
818 coins ranged from Lucius Verus to the house of Theodosius, 
were mostly fourth century but included one Allectus (PAX AVG 
S/A 
ML '^ 
6 EASTON ( B r i s t o l ) ST 5872 
P.S.A. 2 V I I I 1879-81 p.287; N.C. 3 ser.vol V 1885; p. 118; 
B.G.A.S. 1885 p 46; 1939 P 194; CH.V.S. p I64 . 
This i s a Constantinian hoard of 732 coins ranging from 
Gallienus and including one Carausius. 60 of the coins are i n 
B r i s t o l Museum. 
7 HAMBLEDON VALLEY Bucks. 
Arch LXXI pp. 189-90; 
I n a Romano-British homestead s i t e a Constantinian hoard of 
294 coins was found. These, included one each of Carausius and 
All e c t u s . 
8 HOVE EDGE Yorks. SE 0825 (ig-miles north east of Halifax) 
I.A.Richmond. 'Huddersfield i n Roman Times' p.115 Hoard No K ; 
This i s simply given as, 'Carausius, Allectus, Diocletian 284-305' 
9 ICKLINGHA?^ Suffolk 
N.C. 5 ser.yol K I929 p.3l6; 5 ser.vol XVI pp.257. 26l; 
5 ser.vol 1938 pp.57,59; 6 ser.vol X 1950 p.258; A.J. 
XC 1933 p.302; C.H.V.S. pp.59n, 97, I 6 7 . 
This hoard consists of IO64 coins ranging from one of Gallienus 
down to 353 of Arcadius/Honorius, and includes one Carausius and 
four Allectus. 
1 
10 ILCHESTER Somerset 
J.R.S. x l 1950 p 110; 
This consists of 10 coins 1 x Tetricus I ; 2 x Carausius; 
1 X Constantine I ; 1 x Constantius I I as Caesar; 1 x 
Constantinopolis; 1 x house of Constantine; 4 x uncertain. 
11 LINGWELL GATE Yorks • SE 3225 
P.S.A. vol I appendix p.34. 
This was found i n 1812 i n an earthenware urn on the estate of the 
Marquis of Hertford on the V/akefield Outwood. ' I t was stated 
that coins had been found two years•earlier on the same spot.' 
These may have been part of the same hoard. The range was from 
Victorinus to Valens and included coins of Carausius (SALVS AVG) 
and Allectus (RIC 55)• 
12 LITTLE ORIffi I I SH 8182 
B.N.J, m 1907, p. 17; n 1910 p.5; K 1913 p.si; 
A Camb. 19O8 p . l l 7 ; 1909p.381; 1915 P-87; B.C.S. I 1923 
p.348; J.R.S. .XXII 1932 p.94; CH.V.S. p.164; N.C. 5 ser.vol 
I 1925 p.395; 6 ser. vol XH p. 119; 
This hoard ranged from Quintillus to Licinius and was 
predominantly Constantinian. The t o t a l was c6,500 and of the 
5032 recorded, one v/as of Carausius and two of Allectus. 
13 NORTON FITZWARREN Somerset (Nr Taunton) 
Letter from B.M. cf B.M. register for 1938. 
This small hoard of 2 coins was found c 1880. I t i s described as 
containing a l l barbarous pieces - 1 x VictoriJtus; 1 x TetricusI; 
1 x Tetricus n ; 1 x Carausius; 2 x Fel.Temp; 1 x two victories 
type. 
14 OFFCHDRCH Warks 
Note to A.S.R. from Graham Webster. 
A hoard of ^ 2 coins ranging from Valerian to Theodosius and 
including one Carausius. 
15 PEKffiROKE CASTLE Pembs. SIil 9901 
Laws 'History of Pembrokeshire p.46; B.C.S. XXIII p.309. 
A l l that i s recorded i s a f i n d of 6 coins ranging from Carausius 
to Constans. 
16 PENRHYN Caem. SH 8281 
A Camb. LXI I I 19O8 pp.l66ff; LXIV 1909 p. 381 f f . 
This hoard v/as found, c 1880 only about half a mile from the 
L i t t l e Orme's Head. I t consists very largely of Constantinian 
coins i n p r i s t i n e condition, but includes one of Carausius and 
two of Allectus. 
17 .PEVENSEY Sussex 
G.M. 1840 I p. 52O; N.C. 1841 P 65; Roach-Smith C 'Excavations 
at Pevensey' 1858 p.25; J.R.S. XXII 1932 p.66; V.C.H. Sussex 
I I I 1935 p.7; C.C.R.B. p.166; J.R.S. XXII 1932 p.66. 
This i s a hoard of 2§. coins ranging from one of Carausius down 
to one of Gratian. 
18 RICHBQROUGH Kent TR 3358 
Rich ^ p.280 Hoard 5 
Uhls i s a Constantinian hoard of J2 coins (there i s one Theodosian 
intruder) from p i t 8 i n the area north of the f o r t . The hoard 
I £ . 1 
ranges from Gallienus down to a FEL TEI.IP REPARATIO of c345 
and includes one Carausius. 
19 RICHBOROUGH Kent TR 3358 
Rich IV p.279 Hoard 3. ' 
This i s a predominantly Theodosian hoard from p i t 220 and consists 
of coins ranging from one of Carausius to one of Thebdosius. 
20 RUSHALL DOM Wilts. SU 1255 
N.C. 2 ser.vol I I 1862 p. 365; 7/iltshire Gazette July 17.1899 
W.A.M. X l i i p. 227; 
I n association with fibulae, rings and an Edwardian spur a 
predominantly Constantinian hoard was found at Rushall Down, 
six miles from Devizes on the Salisbury side. I t began with 
Gallienus and included two coins of Allectus, 'one of which was 
i n a very f a i r state of preservation.' 
21 SULLY MOOR Glamgs• ST I568 
N.C. 3 ser.vol XX I9OO pp.27-65; A.Camb LV 19OO p. 65; B.C.S. 
XXIII p.305; Antiquary XXXV 1899 p.365; Num.Circ.i9OO col 
3758; B.M.Guide 1922 p. 65; Isaac P.J. 'A Study of Roman Gold 
Coins Poiind i n B r i t a i n , and Their Implications'. M.A.Thesis Durliam. 
1971 pp.67-68. 
A hoard of gold and s i l v e r coins was found i n a metal vessel 4'F" 
long, i n 1899* I n a l l there v.'ere 301 coins of which seven were 
gold (NB There i s some s l i g h t confusion i n the accounts as 
f i f t e e n s i l v e r coins are said to have also belonged to t h i s 
hoard but these seem, i n fact to have been included i n the t o t a l 
\22 
figure of 301). The s i l v e r coins range from Marcus Aurelius to 
Postumus with one of Carausius also. (RIG 554)• The gold coins 
are a l l l a t e r s t i l l . This i s a very marked example of a hoarders 
aversion to base metal and i t squares with the usual pattern i n 
mixed gold and s i l v e r hoards that the gold i s l a t e r than the 
s i l v e r . 
22 WEYBRIDGS Surrey 
B.M.notes (Weybridge Museum) 
This hoard was found at St George's H i l l , Weybridge and consists 
of 2 coins going down to Magneutius and including an Allectus. 
23 WEYMOUTH Dorset 
N.C. 5 ser.vol n 1929 proc.pp. 5,10; 5 ser.vol XI 1931 p.14 
& proc p.31; 6 ser.vol X I95O p.256; Num.Cire.XXXVI 1928 
cols 404, 486; J.R.S. XVIII 1928 p.206; m i 1932 p. 95; 
A.J. XC 1933 p.299; C.C.R.B. pp.59n, 120, 121, 123n, I67. 
This hoard consists of 4382 coins, now dispersed throughout 
various museums, ranging from 1 Postumus to 1838 Theodosian and 
including 1 Allectus. 
24 WISBECH Cambs . 
This may possibly be two hoards run together. There are I J coins 
ranging from Claudius I I to Theodosius and including one of 
Carausius. 
25 WROXETER Salop. SJ 56O8 
V.C.H. Shropshire* p.232; Wright T 'Uriconium' p.69. J.B.A.A 
xvT p.162. 
* . , . . ' i n chamber 2 near the latrines on the s i l l of a doorway 
near the northern end was foiind a broken earthenware vessel and 
scattered about i t ^ coins'. 
They were 1 x Caracalla; 1 x Severus Alexander; 1 x Maximianus 
(second brass); 2 x Gallienus; 1 x Salonina; 1 x Postumus; 
8 X Victorinus; 3 x Tetricus; 2 x Claudius I I ; 1 x Carausius; 
12 X House of Constantine; 1 x Valentiniaji; 1 x Gratian; 
1 X minim; 2 x i l l e g i b l e . 
NB the J.B.A.A. account gives the t o t a l as 'about si x t y ' . 
26 UNPROVENANCED 
N.C. 6 ser.vol XIV I954 p.12. 
This account refers to 24.coins i n private hands, 'of such 
close consistency .... that they were i n a l l probability part 
or a l l of a small hoard'. They range from Carausius to 
Magnentius and include 'one Carausius from the hugdunum (sic) 
mint.' 
GROUP SIX 
HOARDS FOUND OVERSEAS 
1 AJillENS PRANCE Sorame. N49'54" 2'18" E 
N.C. 3 ser.vol X I89O pp.267 f f ; Blanchet 'Les t r i s o r s de mon. 
rom. et les inv.germ'. Paris I90O No. 28; Journal des Savants. 
Jan-Mar I969 pp.26ff. 
A t o t a l of 2^ coins was found together i n 1887, said to look as 
i f they have not had much contact v^ith the s o i l and were thus 
perhaps i n a container which has perished. 2 x Gordian I I I ; 
1 X P h i l i p I ; 1 X Pacatian; 1 x Her.Etruscilla; 1 x Her. 
Etruscus; 2 x Posturaus; 1 x Probus; 6 x Carausius; 10 x 
Allectus. A l l the coins of Carausius have mint marks which 
i s a point against the vie?/ that the unmarked coins were struck 
i n Gaul. 'ITiere are no q u i n a r i i and the hoard appears to have 
been deposited a f t e r the box of the continental possessions but 
before the end of Allectus' reign. 
2 ARRAS FRANCE N 50'18" 2'46" E 
N.C. 5 ser.vol X 1930 pp 221-274; A.N.S. NMl 28; Arethuse 
Jan 1924; Schulman, Jaarboek voor Munt-- en Penningkunde 
1923 p.80. 
A hoard of some 300 + aurei and at least 1^ medallions i n gold 
was found i n 1922. A large proportion was dispersed soon aft e r 
the discovery and are no longer traceable. The remains of two 
containers were found, one of s i l v e r , the other of clay. I t 
may be that the s i l v e r one was concealed inside the clay one, 
or else that each was a container i n i t s own r i g h t . 
The aurei f a l l i n t o two groups, an ea r l i e r one ranging from 
Hadrian to Caracalla and a smaller one (of Ratto Sale, A p r i l 
1923 Nos. 375 f f ) ranging from Diocletian to Constantine I . 
, The hoard appears to date from shortly a f t e r the introduction 
of the solidus by Constantine, and the l a t e r coins i n the Ratto 
sale which were reputed to have come from the hoard probably 
did not. Aurei struck by Carausius i n the name of the central 
emperors were included. Two of these were bought by T.E Newell. 
As vfell as the coins and medallions there were various items of 
jev/ellery. 
125-
3 CAMIAC ET ST DENIS FRANCE (Cant.Braune, a^t' Libourne, 
Gironne) 44'48" 0'16" W. 
Journal des Savants I'oc.cit. Rev.Num ^ I I I p. 103 No. 10; Bull 
et mem.de l a soc.arch. de Bordeaux X L I I I 1926 pp.29-30 
'Allectus dans un t r i s o r enfou.i sous Diocletien'. 
4 CHERVREY PRANCE ( a r r T^^yes Aube) N 48'08" 4'30" E 
Journal des Savants l o c . c i t ; Mem de l a soc d'agr des Sc.arts 
et belles l e t t r e s du depart.de I'Aube H 1842-3 pp. 95-6; 
Blanchet l o c . c i t . No 12. 
'Carausius et Allectus dans un tresor enfoui sous Diocletien.' 
5 CLEMONT PKANCE (cant Argent-sur-Sauldre, arr.Bourges.Cher). 
N 45'34" 2'18" E 
Journal des Savants l o c . c i t ; Mem de l a soc.hist; l i t t et scient 
5 
du Cher. 1959 P-55; Rev Num ^XVI p. 189. 
'1 X Carausius, 1 x Allectus dans un tresor dont l a publication 
est sujette a caution.' 
r 
6 COUVRON PRANCE (cant.Crecy-sur-Ser^e, arr Laon, Aisne) 
N 49'28" 3'32" E 
Journal des Savants, l o c . c i t ; Rev Num ^ SDQCV 1932 pp. 103-4; 
J.P.Callu. La Politique Monetaire des Empereurs Remains de 238 
a 3 1 1 . Paris I 9 6 I p 3 5 1 ; 
'2 ex de Carausius et 2 d'Allectus dans un tresor enfoui 
sous Diocletien.' 
Callu - 432 X Valerian/Gallienus; 3 x Postumus; 1 1 x Marius/ 
Laelian/Victorinus; 23 x T e t r i c i ; 454 x Claudius I I ; 37 x 
Q u i n t i l l u s ; 67 x Aurelian; 23 x Tacitus/Florian; 139 x 
Probus; 55 x Carus; 114 x Tetrarchy (including Carausius and 
Allectus) = 1358 
7 FRESNOY-LES-ROYE FRANCE (depart.Somme arround Montdidier, 
cant. Roye) of Bastien P et Vasselle F. 'Les tresors monetaires 
de Fresnoy-Les-Roye (Somme), Memoires de l a Soc.Des Antiq. de 
Pi c a r d i i LXXIV Amiens 1971 190p. 5 f i g . 32 p i . 
This account mentioned two hoards from Fresnoy of which the second 
was only p a r t l y accounted f o r . What may be proved from associated 
pottery to be the rest of t h i s second hoard was discovered i n 
March 1973> sjid i s described i n Bui de l a Soc.Fr. de Num. 
Jan 1974 PP 448 f f . 
The hoard consists of antoniniani and f o l l e s from Gallienus 
down to 3O8 and includes an antoniniar^ struck at London by 
Carausius i n the name of liaximian. The t o t a l number of coins i s 
8 LANCIE FRANCE (cant. B e l l e v i l l e , arr. Villefranche, Rhone) 
N 46'10" 4'3" E 
Journal des Savants l o c . c i t . ; Blanchet l o c . c i t No 195; E 
Lepaule 'Note sur 1'atelier monetaire de Lyons a I'epoque de l a 
reforrae de Diocletien, apropos d'une t r o u v a i l l e f a i t e a Lancie 
eh 1880.' Lyons 1883; J.P.Callu op.cit. p-351. 
' I'.ex. de Carausius et l ex. d'Allectus dans un tresor enfoui 
sous Diocletien'. 
Callu - 2 X Valerian/Gallienus; 9 x Claudius I I ; 1 x Quintillus; 
241 X Aurelian; 100 x Tacitus/Florian; 438 x Probus; 113 x 
Carus; 900 x Tetrarchy (including Carausius and Allectus) -
1221. 
9 NOYELLES GODAULT PRANCE (Cant Henin-Le'tard, arr Bethune, 
Pas-de-Calais) 
Journal des Savants loc c i t ; Rev des fitudes Anciennes LXIX 1967 
pp. 228-254 and p i I . Bull de l a Soc' f r . de Num. Jan 1962 
p.112. 
'10 ex de Carausius dont 1 au nom de Diocletienjt 5 au nom de 
MsLximien, et 7 ex d'Allectus, dans un tresor d'antoniniani 
enfoui sous Diocletien'. 
1 0 ROUEN PRANCE (Seine-Maritime) N 49'27" 1'06" E 
Rev. Arch 1847 p.532; Journal des Savants, l o c . c i t ; 
Blanchet op. c i t . No 34^; Cochet. Repertoir arch, du 
departement de l a Seine - Inferieure dans Bu l l de l a soc l i b r e 
d'emulation du commerce et de I'industrie de l a Seine.Inf.1904 
pp. 238-256. 
This v;as found during road works i n 'un vase de terre noire 
grossiere* and o r i g i n a l l y - 'environ quatre cents monnaies de 
p e t i t bronze, t r o i s pieces d'at-gent seulement y e'^'^ient t 
melees.' Some coins were l o s t during attempts at 'conservation' 
but something over 200 were taken to Rouen museum - 'sauf une 
douzaine de p e t i t s bronzes a I ' e f f i g i e de Gallien, Postume, 
V i c t o r i n , Tetricus, ce depot tout entier appartenait a 
I'empereur anglais Carausius'. 
The R.A. account l i s t s the reverse types of the 210 coins of 
Carausius, including the three denarii. These l a t t e r appear to 
|^2 
be RIC 625 and 626. There i s one coin of Constantine associated 
with the hoard but th i s must be an intrusive stray, otherwise 
there i s the overwhelming prepouderance of so called 'Rouen' 
antoniniani of Carausius. J.,B.Giard has reservations about 
the circumstances surrounding the discovery of th i s hoard. 
11 ST-POL-SUR-TERNOISE FRANCE (arr. Arras. Pas-de-Calais) 
Journal des Savants l o c . c i t ; Bibl.Nat.Ms.nouv.acq.fr.1187 f 28; 
'1 ex de Carausius, et 1 d'Allectus dans un tre'sor d• antoniniani 
et de f o l l e s enfoui sous Constantin' ? 
12 ST-VINCEI'TT-DE-ITARCUZE FRANCE (cant Le Torret, a rr Grenoble, 
I s i r e ) N 45'22" 5'57" E 
Journal des Savants l o c . c i t ; Blanchet l o c . c i t No 195 Bull de l a 
soc d'anph, d' ethn. et d'anthr VI I899 pp.78-80. 
'1 ex d'Allectus dans un tresor, d'antoniniani et de f o l l e s . 
enfoui sous Diocletien.' 
GROUP SEVEN 
PROBLEDJIATICAL HOARDS 
1 BRERETON Cheshire SJ 7764 
Wathin W T'Roman Cheshire' p.310; A Camb H p.181; Trans. 
Hist.Soc.Lanes.Cheshire I I p. 212; C.C.R.B. p.162; »A History 
of Cheshire: Roman * Cheshire p. 105s 
This hoard of = 1000 coins was found c 1820. Watkin makes no 
mention of Carausius or Allectus but gives the lat e s t coin as 
Diocletian. Sutherlajid includes t h i s as a Carausian hoard. 
*This hoard, 'can probably be attributed to the period of the 
B r i t i s h Empire under Carausius'. 
2 BRETTENHAliil Norfolk TL 9585 
V.C.H. Norfolk p.314 
'many coins some perhaps belonging to a hoard', were found. 
Carausius and Allectus are included among them. 
3 FISHGUARD Pembs-. SM 9657 
A Camb. 1851 p, 556 
I n r e f e r r i n g to coins presented to the society mention i s made of 
•coins of Carausius and Probus found near Fishguard'. This may 
possibly be a hoard but N.E. A.S.R. does not include i t as such. 
4 MRCE Cambs. TL 4197 
Stiikeley's Letters and Diaries vol I I p.52 (23.4.I763). 
C.C.R.B. p 28; Arch. 1895 P 492. 
'Roman urn dug up many years ago at March i n the I s l e of Ely 
with many Roman denarii, f a i r and as low as Gratian from Augustus. 
Otho v/as bought by Carausius Dr Snell of Diddington got, 
from him Kennedey got i t , now i n Mr Cart. Webbs' cabinet. The 
urn i s small but elegant.' 
This seems an unlikely range and may have been a collection of 
coins given a false provenance i n order to increase t h e i r 
commercial value. 
5 ST ALBANS Herts • TL 1507 
I n the l i s t of s i t e finds there i s a group ( a l l recorded as 
\30 
Ver '59 BI9) of 10 antoniniani which may possibly be part of a 
small dispersed Carausian hoard. 
6 SHEFFORD Beds. TL 1439 
N.C. 1856-7 pp.79 f f ; V.C.H. Beds I I (I9O8) p.18. 
I n a group of 'several coins' one of Constans and two of Allectus 
are mentioned. These l a s t are both 'quinarii.' This may not be 
a hoard at a l l but A.S.R. takes i t to be a Constantinian hoard. 
7 SURREY 
v i d i 
A group of 9 antoniniani, eight Carausius (RIC 98, RIC 307> 
RIC 750, RIC 880 X 2; as RIC 98, RIC - o)6c I4 SALVSPVBLICA - , 
i l l X 1.) and one Allectus (RIC 111) were found somewhere i n 
Surrey, s u f f i c i e n t l y close together to suppose they were 
o r i g i n a l l y a hoard. The RIC 750 i s from the same dies as an 
antoninianus from the L i t t l e Orme's Head hoard (No 60). 
8 ?n:LLINGHMI Cambs TL 4070 
C.A.C.V. p.225; C.C.R.B. p.163; J.B.A.A ns V 1899 p.293. 
The range i s from Gallienus to Diocletian and Sutherland accepts 
i t as a Carausian hoard but the C.A.C. account says, '.... 
l a t e s t coins that occuned i n the f i n d are two of Diocletian for 
I cannot take i n t o account a vague rumour that one of Carausius 
was among them.' 
ERRATA 
With the usual problems of inaccurate or inadequate documentation 
i t i s impossible to be certain i n every case that a group of 
coins was once a hoard. Group seven l i s t s some such problematical 
hoards. These may, perhaps, be more f u l l y imderstood i n the l i g h t 
of subsequent research i f new information comes to l i g h t . I n 
addition there are certain groups of coins which seem to have 
been mistakenly regarded as hoards i n the past but which deserve 
mention i n order to eliminate them. 
LATTON Wilts. (Nr Cricklade) 
ir.C. 2 ser.vol IV I864 p.222; V.C.H. Wilts I p.6l; W.A.I.I. 
IX pp.252-7; m p.127; XIV pp.188-9; P.S.A. 20 m I865 
p.67. 
This seems to be an accumulation of coins over a veiy long period 
i n the bed of the r i v e r Churn, l i r P J Isaac, currently engaged 
on research i n t o the coin hoards of the south west, i s also of 
thi s opinion. 
PHILWOOD (Filwood/TiVhitchurch) Glos . 
A.J. XXVII p.69; C.C.R.B. pp.115 165; Nicholls J P & Taylor 
J ' B r i s t o l Past and Present' I 1881 p. 25. 
The accounts of t h i s are rather confused. The A.J. account 
associates some two hundred large brass coins with some eight 
hundred minims, but i s mistaken i n doing so according to 
Sutherland. P.J.Isaac comments that these minims are typ i c a l 
t h i r d centiny local copies, some of which are at Oxford, some 
at B r i s t o l , and that Nichols and Taylor are quite wrong i n 
saying that these must be coins of Carausius and Allectus simply 
because they antedate Constantine. 
» 3 2 
DARLINGTON Durham 
A.A. 4 ser. XXX7III pp.120-1; Longstaffe 'History of 
Darlington' 1854 p. 18?. 
This group of coins has a long range, Trajan to Carausius, 
which need not prevent i t s being a hoard hut as i t comes from 
the bed of the Tees then i t seems rather more l i k e l y to have 
been an accumulation as with the coins from the River Chum. 
These may serve as examples of what has been rejected. Deposits 
such as that from the well of Coventina at Carrawburgh clearly 
do not come into the category of hoards but simple references 
to finds of coins may do. Unless there i s some reason to 
suppose that t h i s was so then most references simply to coins 
found have also been excluded. An example of t h i s i s the '... 
I.!any coins c h i e f l y of Allectus and Carausius found' from 
W.A.N.H.M. XXX7III p.225 for Cholderton. 
Retrieved hoards rarely leave any traces by d e f i n i t i o n . I n some 
cases they do, however, such as the grey j a r of large size found 
at Wint H i l l , Banwell, Somerset, with one coin stuck inside i t , 
(P.J.Isaac reporting a verbal account from I Tabratt), or the 
base of an urn with two coins of Constans adhering to i t , from 
near Swindon. The flaggons from the well at llargidunum, there-
fore, may be the remains of a retrieved hoard from the Carausian 
period. Oswald, i n a paper read on 28.1.1927, talks of t h i s 
saying, 'at a depth of ten feet I found an interesting association 
of flaggons, two of them s t i l l perfect, with a much corroded 
coin of Tetricus adhering to the inside of one of them. A coin 
of Carausius viaa also associated with these flaggons'. He dates 
the f i l l i n g of the well to the, 'troublous times when the usurper 
Allectus was defeated'. Even so the element of doubt i s much 
too great to include such material i n any synopsis of hoards. 
1 3 5 
SIZE of C 4- A (> 10 coins) 
A = 1-25 COINS 
B = 26-100 " 
C = 101-300 " 
D = 301-1000 " 
E = > 1000 " 
1 = < lOfo C + k 
I I = 11-50^ " 
I I I = 51-90^ " 
FI = > 90fo " 
HOARDS TERMINATING BY 296 
GROUP ONE SIZE NO OP C/A SIZE GROUP fo GR( 
BREDICOT 140 4 X C C I 
CAIffiRTON I I 114 1 x C C I 
CANTERBURY 117 109 X C C n 
11 41 'some C B -
I I cl50 'mainly C C IV 
I I 6 1 X C A -
CASTELL-Y-BERE 4 1 X C A -
CONWAY c50 8or 9x C B n 
DEAL 25 1 X C A I 
DINORBEN 6 2 X C A -
EPPERSTONE clOOO E 
Em HEN 689 9 X C D I 
GROUP OHE SIZE m OF C /A SIZE GROUP 9o GROUP 
EVERTON 600 1 X C D I 
GT.ORIiE 17 15 X C A i n 
HOVERINGHAM 289 40 X C c n 
LINCHTMffi 810 534 X C D m 
LLANGEDIWEN 22 7 x 0 A n 
LLAKLECHID >200 C 
BUT SILWr 61 44 X C B m 
IMRGARETTING 32 20 X C B m 
PETERBOROUGH 15 1 X C A I 
PUCKKOLL >107 1 X C c I 
PEMRB GOWER 2583 81 X C E I 
RICHBOROUGH 11 8 X C •A TTi 
ST. ALBMTS 36 14 X C B n 
I t I I 149 2 X C c I 
SEGONTIUM 56 1 X C B I 
SHOTOVER c560 D 
SILCHESTER 22 • 18 X C A m 
I I 42 51 X C B m 
S. NORWOOD 55 48 X C B 
S. FLORIDA 16 1 X C(Ar) A I 
UPSALL CASTLE 50-40 B 
V/AU'/iERSLEY 500-700 D 
\7ELL >600 D 
WENTWOOD MILL 1200-1500 12 X C E I 
WROXETER 16 4 ^  °(Ar ) A n 
GROUP TV70 
BLACiaroOR 
BORDEN 
CAjvERTON 
CANTERBURY 
COLCHESTER 
CRONDALL 
CYMTL GAIO 
HOLT 
LILLY HORN 
NEATH 
OUNDLE 
PARIC END 
SAPPERTON 
SKEWEN 
WATCHFIELD 
WEDMORE 
SIZE NO OF C / A SIZE GROUP ^ GROUP 
C3Q0OO 545 X C; 
90 X A 
35 
60 
8 
2 X C; 
1 X A 
4 X C; 
1 X A 
301 105 X C; 
167 X A 
c200 
c3000 
1105 
1223 
12 X C; 
4 or 5 X A 
9 X C; 
2 X A 
7 X C; 
1 X A 
150-200 27 X C; 
1 X A 
1205 7 X C; 
1 or 2 X A 
>1000 1 X C; 
1 X A 
c70 
E 
B 
A 
C 
E 
E 
150-200 18 X C 
1 X A(out of 
61) 
E 
E 
B 
C 
25 
54 
6 x 0 ; 
6 X A 
14 X C; 
1 X A 
A 
B 
IV 
I I 
I I ? 
I l l 
I I 
GROUP THREE SIZE NO OF C / A SIZE GROUP fo GRC 
CAERWENT 10 6 X C; 4 X A 
A IV 
DROITWICH 14 10 X C; 
4 X A 
A IV 
HAiiffilERSMITH 7 7 X C A 
LEIGH CHURCH c50 'mostly 
C + A' 
B 
L; cms 600-700 nearly a l l 
C 
D IV 
PORT TEMANT 7 7 X C A 
RICHBOROUGH 6 6 X A A 
ST.ALBANS 19 19 X C A 
SIZE AI^ ID CONTENT OF HOARDS 
Prom t h i s l i s t i n g of hoards the f i r s t three groups show two 
factors. F i r s t l y , hoards consisting e n t i r e l y or i n large 
measure of coins of Carausius and Allectus tend to be small. 
Secondly, the large hoards that were deposited during the period 
of Carausius and Allectus contain, f o r the most part, a lovi 
percentage of t h e i r coins. Group three hoards, by the i r nature 
a l l get a IV r a t i n g but of the other hoards only the Colchester 
hoard, two from Canterbury and that from South Norwood reach 
t h i s l e v e l . 
Of the hoards deposited during Allectus' reign, a high proportion 
contain only a very few of his coins, and many contain only a 
few more of his predecessor. Apart from the special hoards 
of group three, therefore, v/hich are nearly a l l very small; 
hoards containing a sizable proportion of Carausius' or Allectus' 
coins are few. This creates the impression that no great amount 
of the coinage of the usurpers found i t s way into hoards at a l l . 
This apparent paucity of Carausius' or Allectus' coins i n these 
hoards might have been taken to indicate a general paucity of 
such coins were i t not f o r s i t e finds. I f the contents of these 
hoards provide a s t r i c t l y accurate cross sectional picture of 
contemporary c i r c u l a t i n g currency then we would have to 
conclude that less than ten per cent of i t consisted of coins 
issued by the contemporary authority. Site finds, however, 
modifying t h i s impression , suggest that rather more than t h i s 
was available f o r hoarding and support the view that people, as 
a general rule spent rather than hoarded their coins of Carausius 
13S 
or Allectus. 
This statement may be too sweeping i n i t s generality but i t must 
apply to the larger hoards closing under Allectus with so few of 
his coins and so few of Carausius. I t i s correct to explain 
away a paucity of Carausius i n some hoards simply by saying they 
were deposited early i n his reign before iauch of his coinage was" 
i n c i r c u l a t i o n . This cannot explain away t h e i r absence i n 
hoards closing more than seven years l a t e r . The Group three 
hoards need not undermine any of this as they axe predominantly 
small and from contexts which suggest they were short rather than 
long term concealments; deliberately segregated groups f o r 
comparatively quick disposal. 
Dr Robertson^ says that less than ten per cent of the Roman coin 
hoards from B r i t a i n contain over one thousand coins. The period 
of Carausius and Allectus i s one of high, rather than low 
in t e n s i t y hoarding at which times i t i s to be expected that the 
number of unrecovered large hoards would produce a rather higher 
percentage than t h i s figure of ten per cent. This i s the case, with 
some f i f t e e n per cent of Carausian and Allectan hoards containing 
over a thousand coins. Almost f i f t y per cent of these hoards 
contain over one hundred coins. There i s no very marked divergence 
from the general pattern i n the d i s t r i b u t i o n of these larger hoards. 
I f anything, i t covers the area beyond the south east where there 
i s the greater concentration of hoards which contain predominantly 
Carausian and Allectan coins. 
By and large, coins of Caxausius and Allectus were segregated 
i n t o small groups v i r t u a l l y excluding the coinage of other 
13, <r 
rulers or else they formed a very minor portion of other hoards, 
the more so under Allectus. The summary table below lays this 
out and shows that even including Group three hoards, l e s t t h e i r 
separation be thought to be creating an a r t i f i c i a l picture, nineteen 
of the f o r t y seven hoards f o r which adequate s t a t i s t i c s are 
available contain less than ten per cent Carausius and Allectus. 
T n I I I n 
Group One 12 5 7 3 = = 27 
Group Two 7 3 1 1 = = 12 
Group Three 0 0 0 8 = = 8 
A l l . 19 8 8 12 = = 47 
This picture of low percentages of Carausius' and Allectus' 
coins i n hoards, especially larger ones helps explain the absence 
of such coins from some hoards which has been thought worthy 
of remark. T-Ashly, Archaeologia L v i i i p.403 comments on the 
absence of such coins from the very large hoard from Caerwent 
ranging from Gallienus to Honorius and t h e i r absence from the 
hoard of nearly one thousand coins found at Budock, Cornwall, 
and dated to 3P6, i s called (V.C.H. Cornwall p.33) "noteworthy 
and puzzling". Carausius' and Allectus' coins certainly survive 
i n t o fourth century hoards but these commentators imply a 
presunjtion that any large hoard which includes 286-296 i n i t s . 
range ought to have a representation of coins from that period 
which i s not the case. 
1^0 
mm DISTRIBUTION 
'ROUEN' 
The rather enigmatic Rouen hoard i t s e l f i s given separate 
treatment elsewhere. This leaves f i v e hoards, none of them 
continental, which include 'Rouen' coins. Of these, four are 
very large; only Canterbury two i s small comprising eight coins. 
Whether t h i s i s a chance loss or a short term concealment of a 
few coins does not a l t e r the fact that one 'Rouen' coin fomd 
i t s way into an early Allectan group from the south east of 
England. 
With the large hoards the chances of fin d i n g oddities increases 
t h r o u ^ sheer pr o b a b i l i t y i n connection with the larger numbers 
involved. This i s not r e a l l y the case with the largest of a l l , 
from Gloucester, however, because of the exceptional nature of 
the hoard i n excluding, (almost completely), the coinage of 
usurpers. I t may be that t h i s hoard was assembled largely on the 
continent where post reform coins v/ere more abundant; brought 
over j u s t before Carausius' death and added too hardly at a l l (the 
two Allectus got i n somehow). This v/ould mean that 'Rouen' coins 
circulated on the continent, which i s not borne out at a l l by 
finds. There were no such coins, f o r example, from the nearby 
Amiens hoard. 
I n the case of Penard Gov/er, L i t t l e Orme and Blackraoor i t i s not 
surprising i n i t s e l f that one or two stray pieces have found 
t h e i r way in t o such large hoards. The two Welsh hoards have 
much i n common including problems of dating caused by these very 
'Rouen' coins. 
R.S.R. 
The problem of where coins with R.S.R. i n the exergue were 
struck i s dealt with i n d e t a i l elsev/here. I t i s disappointing 
that the hoard evidence i s so very s l i g h t . R.S.R. coins occur 
very rarely i n hoards and even then the majority of instances 
are of s i l v e r rather than bronze coins. The RSR antoniniani 
as a w^hole seem a small and dubious group, usually i l l struck 
and certainly of infrequent occurence. Even Richborough, with 
i t s wealth of Carausian material, and, of course, i t s claim i n 
the eyes of many to be the actual source of these RSR coins, 
was able to produce but two antoniniani bearing these l e t t e r s . 
The enigmatic Rouen hoard i s published as having three RSR 
denarii i n i t which seems to add further to the a i r of mystery 
surrounding i t . Otherv/ise a l l the RSR coins and a l l the s i l v e r 
coins found i n hoards come from V/ales or i t s border area. 
The Strata Florida denarius could be either or RSR; of 
the denarii from Wroxeter three are RSR and one . These 
two groups are brought closer together by hoard evidence i n that 
one of the antoniniani from the L i t t l e Orme's Head hoard^ shares 
an obverse die with the unique RSR aureus while' i t s own reverse 
exhibits no mint mark. This may be seen as further l i n k i n g of 
RSR coins to Wales but the evidence i s f a r from strong i n 
support of a mint there. The evidence of the s i l v e r as found 
in d i v i d u a l l y m i l i t a t e s against t h i s view. 
OTHER MARIS 
1 LOITDON * COLCHESTER* ' 1 
CANTERBURY 1 56 6 3 
A " 2 1 2 2 
3 10 2 49 
S. NORWOOD 4 0 44 
SILCHESTER 10 7 0 
I\IAEGARETTING 2 4 14 
COLCHESTER 
B 
~ LINCm-ERE 
51 
455 
45 
55 
6 
33 
E. HARNHALI — 46-- 0 
ST. ALBANS 3 0 15 
ST. ALBANS 4 3 7 
DROITWICH 1 2 1 
P.GOWER 7 2 60 
GLOUCESTER 7 12 8 
CAERWENT 1 5 0 
NEATH 10 15 2 
SKEWEN 6 5 5 
C HOVERINGHAI\J 54 0 0 
DIN SILV/Y 7 0 31 
LLANGEINVffiN 2 1 3 
ERW HEN 0 1 7 
GT- ORME 8 2 3 
L. ORJ.IE . 104 22 427 
y/ENTWOOD fflLL 2 1 9 
Miles from A = iJO : B = 50-150 : C = >150 : 
Dover, approx 
* For the purposes of t h i s l i s t I include ajid under Colchester. 
For the moment these figures may be l e f t largely to speak f o r 
themselves. The observations which need to be made here are few 
and f a i r l y obvious. There i s no marked f a l l o f f of coins i n 
hoards as the distance from the south east increases and the 
arg-ument f o r a Boulogne mint f o r these coins on these grounds 
vaporises. Even the Canterbury hoards are self cancelling i n 
t h i s respect. The nature of the hoards seems to be more linked 
with dating^with coins coming i n early hoards rather than 
hoards t i e d to a particular geographical factor. 
The majority of hoards follow something of a pattern. They are 
either predominantly — ^ with some London and a smaller number of 
Colchester; or they b^ve roughly equal numbers of London ajid 
Colchester with a smaller number of . The significant 
exceptions to t h i s are Canterbijry 1, Linchmere and Hoveringham 
a l l of which show a marked preponderance of London marks which 
may be explained i f they are i n large measure undispersed 
fresh consignments from that mint. The picture i s a chronological 
one then of early hoards predominantly - i - with London coming 
i n next before but shortly followed by Colchester after which 
these two are r o u ^ l y equal with the t a i l i n g o f f sharply. 
This d i s t r i b u t i o n argues against a Boulogne mint f o r but 
i s consistent with — ^ being an unmarked early issue from London 
and with Colchester being the 'C mint. 
CONTAINERS AND FBID SPOTS 
Most accounts, especially the e a r l i e r ones, provide only a b r i e f 
general description of any container i n which a hoard may have 
been found, or of the spot of which i t was found. The number of 
hoards which are v/ell documented i n these respects i s so few that 
i t would be a very disproportionate picture provided by a study 
confined only to these. For the purpose of making some more 
widely applicable, i f less profound, observations i t w i l l be 
enovigh to know that our hoard v/as found i n 'a pot' as opposed 
to nothing, and that i t was found i n a building as opposed to a 
place with no known structural context. 
The great majority of containers are pottery vessels of some sort. 
From the descriptions we have they seem to be common coarseware 
pieces of one sort or another. A few hoards were deposited i n 
metal vessels. Of these a l l save the Arras hoard have been 
found i n Wales which may be significant comment on a regional 
preference. The number i s rather too small to be emphatic. The 
two hoards which include some gold pieces are both from metal 
containers, that from Arras having been protected and concealed 
by a clay coating. As well as pottery and metal vessels a 
variety of other containers was used from the simple gap created 
between two irregular stones, l a i d one on top of the other, to 
the metal bound box i n which the L i t t l e Ormes' Head hoard was 
o r i g i n a l l y deposited. This group of containers, including, as 
i t does, the various perishable substances i n which coins were 
concealed, i s more f u l l of doubts such as to whether the organic 
discoloration of the s o i l round a given deposit i s an indication 
that the coins were once i n a wooden box. 
As i s generally the case with hoards of a l l periods, most of 
these hoards were found divorced from any known archaeological 
context. Some were found i n town buildings i n various parts of 
which they had been concealed, such as the hoard from the roof 
timbers of a building at Canterbury. These hoards seem to be 
either f a i r l y small i n which case they may represent an extraction 
from contemporary currency i n general, f o r short term concealment 
i n a favourite domestic hiding place, or else they are predominantly 
Carausian, as with the Canterbury roof-timbers hoard, and would 
then be a consignment of the new money put somewhere secret but 
to hand, which was never recovered. 
The group of hoards from 'other contexts' simply i l l u s t r a t e s some 
of the sort of places Roman hoards were hidden i n by OT/ners 
concerned to get t h e i r wealth out of t h e i r houses to a place of 
concealment which they could readily i d e n t i f y again, but which was 
wholly unexceptional to anyone else. Some, such as the V/ell at 
Watchfield, seem more obvious than others. I t must surely be the 
case that, o r i g i n a l l y a l l hoards would be concealed with some 
contextual point otherwise the owner could not be sure of finding 
his money again as with Pepys some centuries l a t e r I Time and 
the elements have erased the majority of these. 
The l i s t i n g which relates f i n d spot types to containers shows 
that the majority of hoards from 'building' contexts were not 
concealed i n containers. This may mean nothing more than t h e i r 
containers were always of a perishable nature and such hoards 
were i n fact the purses f u l l of current spending money not 
taken from t h e i r nightly place of concealment for some reason, 
vath the purse having subsequently perished. A much greater 
majority of the hoards from no recognisable context were found 
i n containers of some durable substance. This i s to be expected 
fo r these are the long term hoards \7hich wovild need to remain 
secure from the elements f o r considerable periods of time 
between v i s i t s from t h e i r owners or eventual recovery. 
CONTAINERS 
A): POTTERY; URNS or POTS 
Group One Hoards Find Spot 
BREDICOT 
CANTERBURY 
DEAL 
EWELME 
UUGHARNE 
LINCHMERE 
LLANIDAN 
PETERBOROUGH 
PUCKNOLL 
RIPLEY 
SHOTOVER 
WAUffiRSLEY 
WELL 
VJELNEY 
WENTWOOD MILL 
Group Two Hoards 
BUCEI.IOOR 
COLCHESTER 
FLEET 
HOLT 
LILLYEORN 
OUNDLE 
PARK END 
'pile v i l l a g e ' 
Urn of red earthenware 
large globular urn, 25" x 17" 
with small handles 
Urn 
pot or urn 
urn 
urn 8" X 4 i " 
pot 
vase, d u l l grey earthenv/are 
6" X &|^' bowl shaped 
earthen j a r 
urn 
urn or j a r 
small earthenware pot covered 
by a stone 
earthen pot/two f a i r urns 
urns 
pot 
2 j a r s 
pot 
large virn with l e t t e r s round i t 
j a r of coarse blackware 
earthenware pot room i n v i l l a 
several vessels 
j a r of common grey pottery 
(Group Tvro Hoards) 
WATCHPIELD small earthenware vessel 
V/EmroBE' urn of late date 
Group Three Hoards 
BITTERIJE small pot 
CAER',VENT 
BOW 
Group Four Hoards 
EVENLEY 
Group Five Hoards 
L I N Gmi GATE 
WROXETER 
Group Six Hoards 
Rouen 
small pot 
small vase of dark pottery-
common earthenware pot 
earthenware urn 
earthenware vessel 
Find Spot 
stone-lined well 
by side of 
courtyard 
•extensive remains' 
S.W.angle of 
room 13. 
fork i n road. 
un vase de terre noire 
grossiere 
chamber 2 on 
s i l l of doorway. 
beside 'un mur 
d'enceinte' 
bronze bowl 
bronze bowl 
bronze strainer 
B) MTAL VESSELS 
Group One Hoards 
PENARD GOra 
STRATA FLORIDA 
Group Two Hoards 
COYGAN 
Group Three Hoards ) 
Group Four Hoards ) 
Group Five Hoards 
SULLY MOOR metal vessel 4i-" long 
Group Six Hoards 
ARRAS s i l v e r container with a clay coaJ" 
burial ch-amber 
C) OTHER COmiHSRS 
Group One Hoards 
CASTELL-Y-BERE 
NAEBERTH 
SEGONTITM 
SILCHESTER m 
Group Two Hoards 
KEATE 
SKEWEN 
Group Three Hoards 
L,0BI;1E 
Group Four Hoards 
Group Five Hoards 
DUSTON/NORTON 
Mortarium 
Skin ? 
Box ? (Wooden) 
Leather hag ? 
Two stones (hetween) 
Stones (over hollow) 
Metal Bound Box (wooden) 
Find Spot 
disused building 
hole i n room wall 
Stone (under one placed aslant the ruined 
found of a Wall) building 
Group Six Hoards 
Fim SPOTS 
• indicates the hoard was 
Context of a building 
Group One Hoards 
CAIvlERTON X 
CMTERBURY X 
CAHTERBDRY X 
DINORBEN X 
?PETERBOROUGH? / 
ST. ALBANS X 
SILCHESTER X 
SILCHESTER 
WROXETER X 
i n a container; X indicates no container. 
No particular context 
BREDICOT 
CANTERBURY 
CASTELL-Y-BERE 
COIWAY 
DEAL 
ELLAND HALL 
ERW HEN 
EVERTON 
E\^ EIJ/!E 
HOVERINGHAIiI 
UUGHARNE 
LINCHIMffi 
LLANIDAN 
JIARGARETTING 
NARBERTH 
PUCKNOLL 
PENARD G0Y7ER 
RIPLEY 
SHOTOVER 
SKE\ilEN 
STRATA FLORIDA 
WAL!.IERSLEY 
mL" 
WELHEY 
WENTWOOD MILL 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
X 
/ 
? 
/ 
/ 
• 
X 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
/ 
• 
/ 
Context of a building 
Group Two Hoards 
CAJMiTON I X 
CAWTERBimY X 
LILLY HORN </ 
Mo particular context 
Group Three Hoards 
BITTERNE 
CAERraiNT / 
DROITV/ICH X 
ST. ALBANS X 
Group Four Hoards 
CADBURY X 
Group Five Hoards 
CANTERBURY ? 
Other Contexts 
Gl ENloiETH 
GT OBME 
BLACKIOOR 
COLCHESTER 
FLEET 
HOLT 
NEATH 
OUNDLE 
PARK END 
SAPPERTON TTOINEL 
L. 0RR1E 
E. HARNHMJ 
EVEI^ ILEY 
CROSS 
/ 
/ 
/ 
y 
/ 
/ 
/ 
X 
/ 
9 
LINGVfflLL GATE / 
PENEHYN ? 
RICHBOROUGH 
RICHBOROUGH ) 
SULLY HOOR 
I not r e a l l y 
' no context 
nr. road X 
'ancient fireplace' X 
IS-* 
(other contexts)... 
RICHBOROUGH 
SEGONTIM 
G2 BORDEII 
CRONDALL 
WATCHPIELD 
TODMORE 
G3 BOW 
RICHBOROUGH 
G5 DUSTON/NORTON 
No particular context 
f o r t ditch X X 
disused building ^ 
nr^ v i l l a 
pond 
well 
nr. courtyard 
fork i n road 
ditch 
X 
X 
y 
ruins of building J 
\5Z 
LEGITDfUST HOARDS 
Dr Robertson, i n dealing with the Hoveringham hoard^ refers to 
' l e g i t i m i s t ' hoards, ' I f the large number of hoards buried i n 
B r i t a i n about AD 295 i s taken as evidence of serious disturbances 
at that time, the contrast i n the composition of these hoards 
' l e g i t i m i s t ' and 'pro Carausian' may suggest one possible reason 
fo r the disturbance'. She i s here c i t i n g the East Hamham 
hoard as ' l e g i t i m i s t ' and goes on to say. 'May not t h i s indicate 
that the hoard belonged to some Roman soldier who had always 
remained true to the legitimate imperial cause and never taken 
arms under any of the usurpers of t h i s troublous time of the 
Roman Empire i t i s a f a i r inference that the person who 
amassed these coins was, i f not a soldier, someone f i r m l y 
attached to the imperial cause.' 
This seems to be too sentimental a picture and, as Dr Robertson 
argued i n her A p r i l 1974 address to the Royal Numismatic 
Society, i t i s much more r e a l i s t i c to see economic reasons 
behind the decisions of various hoarders. I n saying people 
hoarded 'nice' coins j u s t because they were nice, she i s , 
perhaps, going from one extreme to the other and avoiding 
comment on why we have a group of hoards, three of them 
substantial, which come from a small area and exhibit the same 
typ i c a l features. I f 'nice' coins were hoarded because they 
were nice then why are there not many more nice coins of the 
sort found i n the Cross Hoard from Gloucester ? The scarcity of 
t h i s post Aurelianic reform coinage i s , i f not adequately 
explained, at least well known, and so the incidence of f i v e 
hoards from one area i n which i t completely predominates i s 
IS-"5 
worthy of special mention. 
I f the p o l i t i c a l element i s l e f t aside, as i t probably ought to 
be, we are spared the necessity of explaining what vrould appear 
as a centre of a n t i Carausian feeling i n the west country. On 
economic grounds, i t may be that these hoarders f e l t a need to 
keep t h e i r wealth i n a coinage which vas certain to be acceptable 
i n the futiare, i n the way that that of usurpers was not; 
especially i f they sav; any great likelihood of t h e i r going over 
to the continent where the coins of Carausius would certainly not 
be acceptable. This suggests rather a lack of f a i t h i n the new 
regime than a h o s t i l i t y towards i t . 
I t seems that an unfavourable rate of exchange was the primary 
reason why the reform coinage never caught on i n B r i t a i n or 
elsewhere;^ There i s no real evidence to show that B r i t a i n did 
not come back in t o the imperial f o l d with the resignation of 
Tetricus and however slow nev/ currency supplies may have been i n 
reaching the province i t i s to be expected that, under normal 
circumstances, by 286 there would be plenty of i t i n circ u l a t i o n . 
I n a context of general resistance to t h i s new coinage exceptions 
are not to be wondered at i n themselves, but v/hy do we get f i v e 
occuring so closely i n time and place. Cadbury and Cheddar are 
perhaps just hoards made by individuals who took i t into t h e i r 
heads to keep t h e i r money separated, recovered the usurpers coins 
to spend but never came back f o r t h i s . Evenley has a majority of 
'second brass' which, according to the account of i t s discovery, 
were i n a better state than the antoniniani, described as much 
worn. I t may be that this hoard has been collected f o r the metal; 
that a man with a body of early demonetised 'second brass' coins 
h^s decided to add to them only worn out antoniniani with a 
view to s e l l i n g the l o t f o r the value of the metal. I n such a 
case i t may be coincidence rather than intent which resulted i n 
a dearth of Gallic Empire coins. 
East Harnham i s a large hoard of very vrell preserved coins and 
the Cross hoard i s much larger s t i l l . I t i s unlikely that these 
coins represent consignments awaiting d i s t r i b u t i o n although 
t h i s i s possible. The obvious move by a usurper v/ould surely 
be to di s t r i b u t e his own coins and encourage the polarisation 
towards himself of the best element of the current coinage so 
that he could re-use i t i n one way or another. I t may, therefore, 
be possible to see these hoards as o f f i c i a l accumulations of 
good current coins intended f o r the use of Carausius or Allectus 
mints, but i t i s impossible to be very d e f i n i t e on th i s question. 
DATING 
Carsons' chronology f o r the reign and i t s coin issues, provides 
a framework whereby many of the hoards may be dated at least to 
a certain stage of the reign once details of the marks on the 
la t e s t coin are known. Rather than pin too much f a i t h on the 
exactness of a year by year dating f o r the hoards I have divided 
them i n t o early middle and late Garausian, and early or lat e 
Allectan. For Allectus t h i s amounts to no more than presuming 
the hoards which contain q u i n a r i i are late because these were 
the l a s t coins of the reign, and that hoards which do not are 
probably e a r l i e r . I n so short a reign any attempt to be more 
specific would be unwise and even th i s amount of segregation may 
well be of l i t t l e value. 
is-s-
The points which emerge most clearly from t h i s simple analysis 
are that there was a marked decline i n hoarding i n Wales during 
Carausius' reign with a s h i f t of emphasis to the south of 
England i n general, which i s maintained throughout Allectus' 
reign, polarising, perhaps, somewhat, to the south east i f the 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of hoards with 'quinarii' as very late i s a 
meaningful one. How t h i s f i t s into the overall pattern of 
a c t i v i t y may be seen elsewhere i n comparison with the general 
fin d s , and other evidence. I t must be emphasised that adequate 
information i s available f o r only about h a l f of the hoards 
concerned. 
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OVERSEAS HOARDS 
Most of the hoards from Prance which include coins of Carausius 
or Allectus include very few and terminate shortly a f t e r the 
recovery of B r i t a i n under Chlorus. The d i s t r i b u t i o n of those, 
hoards i s rather v/idespread and the overall picture i s one of 
the inevitable chance inclusion i n these hoards, of one or two 
coins brought back from B r i t a i n by troops or other travellers 
shortly a f t e r the recovery. The exceptions to th i s pattemare 
Amiens and Rouen. Amiens i s a small hoard v/hich appears to have 
been deposited before the end of Allectus' reign5 or at least 
coins stopped being added to i t at such a time. Before 
Carausius the range i s extensive f o r so few coins, and exceptional 
i n having a coin of Pacatian. I n the Numismatic Chronicle account 
of t h i s hoard John Evans suggests that not a l l the twenty f i v e 
coins may have been hoarded together as such, but, as he points 
out, the anomaly consists i n the abnormally large number of 
Carausius and Allectus coins, none of them being of the type 
supposedly minted at nearby Rouen. The fact that a l l the coins 
are, i n some s l i g h t way at least, different from each other 
together with the presence of a r a r i t y l i k e the coins of 
Pacatian might perhaps argue that t h i s was a collectors hoard. 
This i s not very convincing as the collector could surely have 
got hold of a more interesting range of Carausius and Allectus 
had he been seeking to acquire coins f o r interests sake. 
Speculation could go on much further; a refugees hoard, a 
t r a i t o r s hoard; to no profitable end. Suffice i t to note the 
exceptional nature of a Gallic hoard v/ith so many Carausius and 
Allectus. 
The Rouen hoard was published i n i t i a l l y (most b r i e f l y ) i n 
Revue Archeologique H I I847, I t has never been f u l l y published 
as the coins seem to have found t h e i r way in t o the hands of 
R o l l i n and Feuardent and have been dispensed. M.Giard, of 
the B.N. i s suspicious of the vague circumstancies surrounding 
the- supposed discovery implying i t may well have been a 
fa b r i c a t i o n by some person or persons seeking to enhance th e i r 
collection's value. I f one presumes t h i s , then the argument 
i n favour of locating the mint of issue i s gTeatly weakened. 
There i s s t i l l the l e t t e r R on some of the coins to be 
accounted f o r , but the discovery of t h i s hoard at Rouen was the 
deciding factor f o r most scholars. 
Wherever and whenever these coins were made they are quite 
c l e a r l y not the fabrication of a modern age. There are 
s u f f i c i e n t well attested specimens from hoards and s i t e finds 
to put that beyond doubt. A l l these finds .are from B r i t a i n . 
No 'Rouen' coins have been found i n France save, supposedly, 
at Rouen i t s e l f . This indicates a limited:issue both i n time 
and area of c i r c u l a t i o n . As v ; i l l be seen i n a separate chapter 
the way these coins come from comparatively few dies, and the way 
t h e i r gold counterparts fona such a small very closely linked 
group, confirms t h i s picture. I t i s enti r e l y consistent with 
a short., emergency issue of months rather than years, from and 
f o r a very small area, souvenirs of which, especially i n the case 
of gold, found t h e i r way back to B r i t a i n , while whatever was 
l e f t was melted down either by the victorious enemy, i f i t f e l l 
to them, or by the main Carausian mints whose standards i t did 
not match, i f i t was brought back to B r i t a i n . V/here does Rouen 
f i t i n t o t h i s picture? The concealment of a group of these 
coins i n a panic caused by the sort of pressure that Carausius' 
continental foothold must have f e l t j u s t before i t was l o s t , i s 
convincing. The contemporary accounts place the centre of 
a c t i v i t y round Boulogne yet i f Rouen produced these coins 
under an emergency situation i t would be here we would expect 
the blow to f a l l . Perhaps the coins are a siege issue from 
Boulogne before i t f e l l to Chlorus, but what of R and OPR ? 
This hoard provides most of the extant speciments and most of 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s i n dealing with these enigmatic coins. 
Arras has not been singled out as exceptional yet i t deserves 
a mention. As with base metal coins so with gold, the prospect 
of one or two Carausian pieces finding t h e i r way back and in t o 
a given large body of coinage i s reasonable, the more so i n the 
case of pieces struck by him i n the name of one of his colleagues, 
Even'Allectus' gold found i t s way over to the continent by some 
Q 
means as may be seen from the specimen from Minden. 
Perhaps the most sig n i f i c a n t thing i s that so very few coins of 
Carausius have been found i n France. Boulogne can never have 
been the mint, nor can Carausius ever have had much 
influence f o r very long across the channel. 
STRATIFICATION HOARDS 
Boon, i n his B.C.S. synopsis of Welsh hoards, argues that 
s t r a t i f i c a t i o n i n hoards i s inherently l i k e l y . Of the Penard 
Gower hoard, 'as the mass of coins was dismantled i t was noted 
that there was a tendency f o r the reform coins of Aurelian and 
his successors to be more t h i c k l y concentrated i n the upper 
1 6 6 
portion rather than more deeply, but t h i s feature did not 
apply to the coins of Carausius and can therefore have no direct 
chronological significance. I f not purely coincidental such a 
concentration might mean the hoarder normally kept his reform 
pieces separate and was forced to add them to his other cash 
when concealment became imperative'. 
This i s certainly one possible explanation. I t may, however, 
have been that the two separate sections of the hoard were not 
amassed side by side; reform coinage i s not common i n B r i t a i n . 
The deeper, e a r l i e r portion has coins which would be normal f o r 
a Carausian hoard from B r i t a i n . Could i t not be that the upper 
portion was brought from across the channel where Carausius' 
coins circulated a l i t t l e but reform coinage v/as normal, and 
then, perhaps v/ith the addition of a few more Carausius i n the 
process, i t was added to the ea r l i e r half? The die l i n k and 
the presence of Rouen coins i n both argue a common source f o r 
at least parts of the L i t t l e Orme's Head hoard and this Penard 
hoard and that source may well be found i n the movement of 
o f f i c e r s , and money from across the channel during the course 
of Carausius' reign. 
With no other hoard of the period i s i t possible to' do even 
th i s much. On the Blackmoor hoard V.C.H.Hants says 'No 
record apparently exists of v;hether the coins i n the two jars 
d i f f e r at a l l . Very often the coins i n the large hoards seem 
to have been sorted i n one way or another'. This hoard 
remains to be properly catalogued 1 
i 6 i 
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Chapter I I 
1) Carson, Mints, Dies and Cucrency. pp.57-65 
2) cf. Kings Weston V i l l a and Banwell, Somerset, f o r 
similar hoards from roof timbers. 
3) NB. Robertson, A.S. has 37 as the ori g i n a l t o t a l of 
th i s hoard ( mss). 
4) Roman Coinage, p.267 
5) cf- N.C. 6th ser. vol.m, 1956 L.Orme. No.97a 
6) N.C 6th ser. vol. IX, 1949, PP-259 f f -
7) cf. Mattingly H. The Clash of Coinages i n Studies i n 
Roman Economic and Social History i n Honour of A.C.Johnson, 
Princeton, 1951, PP.275-289; Carson, R.A.G. The Reform 
of Aurelian R.N. 1965, PP.227-235 (and his forthcoming 
paper on the Cross Hoard); Lafaurie, J, La date de l a 
reforme monetaire d'Aurelian, Bvl de l a Soc. Fr. de Num. 
Feb. 1974 PP. 517-525. 
6) Korzus, Die Fundmunzen der romischen zeiten Deutschlsind. 
Abt. V I , Bd.6. 
Chapter Three 
Site Finds 
Scotland and The ITorthem Frontier 
There are no Carausian or Allectan hoards at a l l from this area.^ 
The entire area to the north of Hadrian's Wall has only produced 
2 
f i v e coins of Carausius and one of Allectus. This must r e f l e c t 
upon the condition of the area of the f r o n t i e r and beyond and has 
been used to support tv/o basic theories about th i s condition. The 
r i g i d l y applied system of wall periods imposed on the history 
of that f r o n t i e r as a v/hole, although primarily suggested by the 
evidence from one s i t e , has caused many dogmatic assumptions to 
be made f o r which there i s often l i m i t e d evidence. Dr Kent deals 
with one axiomatic date i n his paper on the evacuation of 
Hadrian's Wall^. For many scholars 297 i s another such date; 
a neat centiiry a f t e r the Severan problems. This may be seen 
from iRichmond's description of the events of that time, 'The 
defeat of Allectus and his army .... gave the same opportunity 
to the northern tribes as they had had a century e a r l i e r and, 
they swept over the denuded f r o n t i e r land'. This i s followed 
by an exaggerated statement of the evidence, 'Excavated sites from 
the wall to York exlaibit a second complete devastation i n which 
Habitaneum and Bremmenium were included'. The v i r t u a l absence 
of the coins of Carausius and Allectus would thus be explained 
i n terms of an absence of troops from the f r o n t i e r area, because 
they had been withdrawn f o r duty i n the south. The few coins from 
beyond the f r o n t i e r make no impression of thi s theory because 
of t h e i r very paucity. Those from Traprain Law may have been 
part of a small haul of booty or the result of some small time trading. 
Great lengths have been gone to by those who subscribe to 
t h i s view i n order that events might square with the axiomatic 
destruction date. Grace Simpson discusses the coins from the 
sacellum at Bewcastle which close with eleven of the T e t r i c i , 
'although the strong-room was not looted and destroyed u n t i l 
AD296»^. That such looting and destruction took place i s not 
brought in t o question even though two s i l v e r plaques were 
discovered there; testimony, no doubt, to the carelessness 
of the looters. These coins are discussed by Sutherland^ who 
c a l l s them, 'a pattern of the small change o f f i c i a l l y i n use 
at that time There are as many imitations as there are 
orthodox coins These coins, therefore, suggest a 
progressive decline i n the currency at Bewcastle .... coins 
of poor sty l e , and of module fluctuating between the orthodox 
and the true minim are money of necessity i n the f u l l e s t sense. 
That t h i s i s the explanation of the present coins i s also 
suggested by the fact that not a single piece of Carausius and 
Allectus i s included.' This progressive decline i s suggestive, 
but not, surely, that t h i s represents a typical cross section 
of the coinage of 296 as Simpson t r i e s to argue. She mentions 
the Tetrican Amlwch hoard^ as evidence f o r the prolonged 
c i r c u l a t i o n of Tetrican coins and suggests that, 'this would 
surely explain any gaps of Carausius and Allectus i n Northern 
B r i t a i n ? There i s the strong-room i n Bewcastle f o r t looted 
i n 296 which had none but was nevertheless occupied up to 
296 by troops ' 
That destruction or devastation took place on a large scale i s 
f a r from clear, but there was a considerable rebuilding 
n o 
programme, often to new specifications, set under way some time 
shortly a f t e r Constantius had recovered the island. This 
again seems reminiscent of events a century ear l i e r and 
coupled with the knovm fact that Constantius came over to 
Q 
campaign i n Scotland , the case f o r the t r a d i t i o n a l view seems 
strong a f t e r a l l . Allectus drained the f r o n t i e r of i t s troops 
as Albinus had done, with the resul t that i t v/as again overrun 
so that Constantius f e l t i t necessary to intervene i n person, 
mount an expedition into Scotland to punish the invaders and 
inaugurate a f u l l scale rebuilding programme. After t h i s , the 
same garrisons went int o the new f o r t s as had been i n the old, 
hence the l i s t i n g i n the N o t i t i a . This i s broadly the view 
g 
taken by Frere who does, however, summarise the alternative 
i n a lengthy footnote. 
Had Carausius f e l t his northern f r o n t i e r to be under pressure 
then, surely, he would have done something about i t . His main 
problems were i n the south and east and he seems to have l e f t 
the northern f r o n t i e r alone, presumably because he f e l t i t was 
comparatively secure. This i s not to say that the area was not 
i n his control. As Birley says, 'from the milestone of 
Carausius found a l i t t l e south of Carlisle we have ample 
evidence f o r continued control of the wall area.' He goes 
on to s\iggest that the lack of hoards of this period i s 
because, 'the m i l i t a r y zone was the safest place to be l i v i n g 
i n . ' The implication here i s that i t was safest because of a 
strong m i l i t a r y presence, but i t seems more l i k e l y that i t was 
f e l t to be so safe, by t h i s time, that there was no need f o r a 
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strong m i l i t a r y presence at a l l . Dr Kent draws a fourth 
\1I 
centuiy p a r a l l e l between the lower Danube f r o n t i e r , as 
described by Themistius, ^ 5 and the f r o n t i e r i n northern 
B r i t a i n . This state of a f f a i r s may well apply i n the t h i r d 
century during which the empire faced major crises on several 
fr o n t s . I n such circumstances, the idea of withdrawing more 
and more troops from a comparatively safe B r i t i s h f r o n t i e r 
must have seemed increasingly a t t r a c t i v e . This would have 
l e f t a run down f r o n t i e r area which f i t s with the evidence of 
the Carausiaji and Allectan coinage. Their d i s t r i b u t i o n suggests 
a peace time s i t u a t i o n . Corbridge and South Shields produce 
the overwhelming majority of these coins, and both these 
places are centres of commercial a c t i v i t y , trade and t r a f f i c . 
The more s t r i c t l y m i l i t a r y sites produce very few such coins. 
This would be remarkable i f they were garrisoned i n any 
strength but not i f they were i n the keeping of small caretaker 
garrisons at most. This would also explain the general physical 
deterioration of the structures. The Birdoswald in s c r i p t i o n 14 
records the restoration of the, 'praetorium quod erat humo 
copertum et i n labem conlapsum et principia et balneum....' 
This squares perfectly well v/ith a lengthy period of increasing 
neglect i n the l a t t e r half of the t h i r d century and the same 
can be said about the whole of the rebuilding programme which 
Constantius found i t necessary to undertake. 
The milestone provides a tangible complement to the numismatic 
evidence of Carausius' authority over the f r o n t i e r area. There 
i s nothing of t h i s sort f o r Allectus. His reign was shorter 
and he was under more immediate pressure from the south than 
his predecessor had been. His coins generally do not seem to 
[1Z 
have been dispersed on a comparable scale to those of Carausius 
even allowing f o r the discrepancy i n the lengths of th e i r 
reigns. This i s reflected by finds from the northern f r o n t i e r 
area'. Allectus could, not withdraw a l l the troops from the 
north, there were i n fact no troops there .to c a l l on. The 
area v^ as l e f t even more to i t s own devices as i t had been 
increasingly so f o r several decades. I f there was no sudden 
massive withdrawal to tempt the northern tribes to cross the 
f r o n t i e r then what did so tempt them i f indeed they were 
tempted at a l l ? Constantius campaigned i n Scotland and 
r e v i t a l i s e d the northern f r o n t i e r . There must have been a 
reason f o r t h i s . The very run down condition of the f r o n t i e r 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s may have provided s u f f i c i e n t reason to restore 
them. This would provide useful employment for the redistributed 
troops i n the newly recovered island and would combine the 
improvement of t h e i r new l i v i n g quarters with a general 
tightening up of m i l i t a r y d i s c i p l i n e , the greatest enemy of 
which was lack of work f o r the troops. The expedition i n t o 
Scotland may also be explained without recourse to the 
assumption that i t was the aftermath of some great invasion. 
The nature of the h i s t o r i c a l evidence i s untrustvrorthy, ^ 5 
as some d i s t o r t i o n i n favour of Constantius i s inevitable. This 
campaign was the l a s t of Constantius' l i f e and may well have 
been used by him as a means of providing a pretext to get his 
son by his side and introduce him to a body of loyal troops 
before i t was too l a t e . The Carausian Coins from Traprain Law 
suggest trade rather than trouble. There the coin series,' 
•continues with numbers of coins of the B r i t i s h and Gallic 
usurpers, seeming to show that by f a i r l y constant trade with 
the area to the south, i t iivas sharing i t s vicissitudes of 
coinage d i r e c t l y ' I t i s certainly possible to imagine a 
show of force by Constantius, a f t e r his plans f o r renovating the 
f r o n t i e r had been completed, which the panegyric naturally 
exaggerated but which need not have been d i r e c t l y punitive. 
FINDS OF CARATJSIUS AND ALLECTUS IN THE NORTHERI'T FRONTIER AREA 
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The coins from Corbridge and South Shields provide a picture 
of mint d i s t r i b u t i o n and type variation similar to that of the 
Richborough coins. The exceptional pieces such as the BRI 
coin from Corbridge and the legionary antoninianus of Allectus 
from South Shields are dealt with i n separate chapters. 
THE SAXON SHORE 
The Saxon Shore system and the related problems comprise too 
large a topic to be dealt with here except i n so far as 
relates d i r e c t l y to Carausius and Allectus. I n the case of a l l 
the f o r t s except Pevensey, however, i t i s possible to relate 
them to t h i s period, and i n Richborough i s the greatest single 
source of Carausian and Allectan coins as well as a supposed 
mint towia. "The f i n a l important defensive step taken by 
Carausius was the construction of the Saxon shore .... i n the 
on 
case of Richborough i t i s an incontrovertible fact.' 
White goes on to argue that these f o r t s were b u i l t i n i t i a l l y 
as a defence, not against Saxons, but against the forces of 
the central empire. 'Only Carausius and Allectus could 
conceivably have b u i l t t h i s defensive system. Only they had 
the type and size of f l e e t with which the f o r t s of the Saxon 
Shore were to complement. Only they had the type of enemy, 
f o r ?/hich the f o r t s were manifestly designed.' This 
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vigorously asserted view i s undermined by Frere as the 
f o r t s , 'would be of l i t t l e t a c t i c a l value against the landing 
of a Roman Army, being too widely scattered and too t h i n l y 
garrisoned ....' Apart from Pevensey, which i s demonstrably 
l a t e r , the evidence suggests a Carausian date f o r the system 
so the reasons f o r i t s construction must be sought i n a 
Carausian context. V/hite t r i e d to do t h i s and offered what 
was to him the one glaringly obvious reason. Frere's counter 
to t h i s presents a d i f f e r e n t picture; 'the effect of the new 
measures was to create further bases along the east coast 
and on the south as f a r as Portsmouth harbour; these were 
linked i n each case with a land garrison with the dual 
function of protecting the base and of rounding up any raiders 
who penetrated the screen'. These are opposite views although 
each asserts the same reasons why t h e i r particular view i s 
correct. In a Carausian context a QQmpirQmis.e solution emerges. 
'There i s good reason to think t l i a t Carausius had already 
reinforced the coast l i n e , p a r t i c u l a r l y against raiders, but 
no less against an attempt to recapture the island, by the 
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f i r s t of the Saxon Shore f o r t s . ' An accurate knowledge of 
when each f o r t was b i i i l t would help s e t t l e the question but 
only general impressions can be formed f o r the most part, from 
the available evidence. 
BRIEF SmilARY OF DATING OF S.S. FORTS 
BRANCASTER 
13 coins of Carausius out of a t o t a l of 6^  
The coins go back to Tetricus and the i n t e r i o r bastions which 
are unique to t h i s f o r t i n the system may argue fo r a pre 
Carausian construction date. 
Haverfield F.V.C.H. Norfolk I I9OI p 305 Bushe.. 
Fox. J.R.S. XXII 1932 p. 39 
BURGH CASTLE 
Coin evidence imprecise. 
Drastic alterations were imposed on the design of t h i s f o r t 
before the defences were completed. This would be consonant with 
i t s incorporation i n t o a new defensive system by Carausius. 
V.C.H. Suffolk I pp.282-286, 301-302 
WALTON CASTLE 
This f o r t has now been l o s t to the sea. I t seems to have been 
of Saxon Shore design, from the general impressions given by 
e a r l i e r w r i t e r s . I n s u f f i c i e n t evidence exists to determine 
whether or not i t v/as part of the system. I t s location would 
make i t p a r t i c u l a r l y suitable i n a Carausian context as i t 
guards the approach to Pingrhigoe Wick and to Colchester i t s e l f . 
V.C.H.Suffolk I pp.288-90, 305-07. The 
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eighteenth century accounts suggest 
there were angle bastions as at Burgh Castle. 
ERADWELL 
13 Carausius and ^ Allectus from a t o t a l of 
314 coins. 
The coins range f3?om Gallienus to Honorius with a concentration 
i n the early fourth centuiy and with more coins of Carausius 
than any other single emperor. 'This l i s t can be seen 
strongly to support a foundation date .... under Carausius.' * 
'.... by the evidence of the coins found at Othona .... the 
castra proper of the L i t t u s Saxonicum (s i c ) (of which Othona 
i s the surest specimen as from i t s s i t e i t could have been 
b u i l t f o r no purpose but to repel invasion) v/ere erected about 
289....' ** 
* V.C.H. Essex m p.55; 
** Archaeologia XLI p,445 
RECULVER 
No substantial body of ntunismatic evidence. 
Pottery found i n the rampart together with an inscri p t i o n 
suggest a mid t h i r d century date. This necessitates reading 
Aradius Rufinus instead of Triarius Rufinus. Knov/ledge of 
the f a s t i i s such that t h i s remains very much speculation 
rather than certainty. 
Richmond lA. Antiquaries Journal pp. 224-8. 
RICHBOROUGH 
This i s by far the most comprehensively excavated f o r t of the 
whole system. The coin evidence generally and i n d e t a i l 
strongly supports a Carausian contruction date. 
The f i v e excavation reports (hereafter Rich' 
I-V) Johnson S.S. Britannia I I97O pp.240-
248. For a f u l l e r discussion of t h i s 
p articular s i t e v . i . 
DOVER 
This f o r t has been b u i l t over and has consequently yielded 
l i t t l e positive dating evidence. 
Arch. Joum. 1929 pp.47-58. 
36 Carausius and Allectus from a t o t a l of 15^. 
This f o r t has never been properly excavated. Roach Smith gave 
eleven Carausius and two Allectus out of the seventy three 
coins known to him from the s i t e . Both t h i s and the above 
figures, from the V.C.H. are consonant with a construction 
under Carausius. 
Roach Smith. C- 'The Antiquities of Richborough, 
Reeulver and Lympne. London 1850 p.260. V.C.H 
Kent p,58. 
PEVENSEY 
The shape of th i s f o r t i s an irregular oval and the coins v>hich 
occur most frequently are of the period 330-350. These factors 
combine to suggest a l a t e r construction date than that of the 
other f o r t s , perhaps under Constans. 
V.C.H. Sussex p.5. 
PORTCHESTER 
28 Carausius out of 60 pre-294 coins recorded. 
There i s quite a concentration of Carausian coins. 'The coin 
evidence strongly suggests that the f o r t was b u i l t i n the late 
t h i r d century probably under Carausius and was abandoned soon 
a f t e r 370. 
Reece R. Britannia i n 1972. Table m; 
Cunliffe B. Ant. J X L I I I p.227; XLYI 
pp. 59 f f ; J.R.S. LVi 1966 p.214. 
Richborough i s such a well documented s i t e that i t deserves 
pa r t i c u l a r consideration on i t s own. Frere, stating the general 
view of the date of the construction of the stone f o r t , refers 
to .... 'Richborough, whose Carausian date can hardly be 
doubted'.^^ There i s f a r more evidence of every sort available 
f o r t h i s s i t e than any of the other Saxon Shore f o r t s yet J S 
Johnson , w r i t i n g a few years a f t e r Prere seeks to show that 
his supposition i s not based on f i r m evidence and argues that 
the construction date was a decade or so e a r l i e r . He draws on 
the f i v e excavation reports and other documentation to argue 
that the f o r t vras begun as part of Probus' scheme of reorganisa-
t i o n of the whole north western empire, and that i t was 
completed, despite delays and changes of plan reflected by the 
differences i n constructional d e t a i l and wall alignment, before 
•Carausius even took up his channel command. 
'In summary the excavators considered that the f o r t ( i . e . the 
f o r t of 1-2 acres enclosed by the t r i p l e ditch) went out of use 
and was deliberately levelled i n the reign of Carausius as a 
preliminary to the building of the stone f o r t . This i s 
supported by the discovery of a few Carausian coins i n the ditch 
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f i l l amd a large number i n the sealed occupation layers above.'^^ 
Against this Johnson argues that only one Carausian coin came 
from the ditch f i l l and that was probably intrusive, leaving 
273 as the date of the late s t dateable coin. Bushe-Fox was 
concerned about t h i s time gap and t r i e d to get round i t , 'The 
fac t that no (s i c ) Carausian coins were found i n the f i l l i n g s 
of the ditches can be explained i f t h e i r l e v e l l i n g took place 
early i n his reign. ' ^ 7 Richard Reece suggests, a way round 
the time gap i t s e l f , ' I f barbarous radiates are allocated to 
the period between the Gallic and B r i t i s h Empires .... Bushe-
Poxes' worries on the gap between the earth and stone f o r t s 
(Rich IV 65-66) are groundless.' A terminus ante quem i s 
provided by the hoard of eleven coins found corroded together 
i n the natural s o i l some six feet down int o the inner side of 
the inner ditch at the south west angle. Unfortunately the 
coins were too corroded f o r the o r i g i n a l recorders to be able 
to provide specific d e t a i l s , and i t i s no longer possible to 
isolate these coins from the general mass of Richborou^ material. 
A l l that can be said with confidence, therefore, i s that the 
stone f o r t ditches were open at some point during Carausius' 
reign. The small Allectan hoard from the middle earth f o r t 
d i t c h 29 containing coins v/hich a l l date to the f i r s t year of 
his reign and which include two die linked coins i n the t o t a l 
of eight, confirms that these ditches were f i l l e d i n by the 
beginning of his reign. Pearce saw these two hoards as 
s u f f i c i e n t to, 'confirm Mr Bushe-Foxes opinion that the Earth 
Fort v:as f i l l e d up and the Stone Fort constructed at one and 
the same time by Carausius.' This i s neat i f not l o g i c a l l y sound. 
The coin evidence can prove no more as i t stands. The stone 
f o r t was clearly under construction or else f u l l y constructed 
f o r a large part at least of Carausius' reign. I t may be 
that the earth f o r t was levelled before his usurpation, or i t 
may be that i t was one of his f i r s t tasks. Clearly he used 
the stone f o r t , as did Allectus so the exact date of construction 
may seem of secondarj'- importance. The Saxon Shore system may 
have been a development based on a few existing coastal 
stations such as Richborough. The construction of the other 
extra f o r t s would be to house the crev/s and complement forces 
concerned with general coastal security. Carausius' special 
command against the pirates, by i t s very nature, cannot have 
been intended to l a s t f o r any great length of time. Even i f 
he had not usurped something would have had to be done with the 
component parts of his task force 'ad mare pacandum' once that 
mandate was discharged. The most l i k e l y thing must be what 
more or less happened i n the fourth century, namely the 
maintenance of small well distributed p a t r o l l i n g forces to 
preserve a satisfactory status quo a f t e r the large task force 
.had established one. This being so i t may v/ell be that the 
Saxon Shore system came int o being as a general policy under 
Maximian directed to the end of preserving the order on and 
around the sea. 
Carausius must have been as concerned to protect the coast of 
south east B r i t a i n as much as anywhere else when he undertook 
his command. I t i s inconceivable that pirates would be given 
a free hand i n t h e i r operations against one province while 
being repressed i n the neighboviring ones. Thus i t seems that 
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i n i t i a l l y , as f o r most of t h e i r existence these f o r t s were 
directed towards the protection of the coast against p i r a t i c a l 
a c t i v i t i e s . For the-duration of Carausius' and Allectus' 
reign, hov/ever, i t seems of doubtful value to quibble over 
whether t h e i r purpose was to keep out pirates or Romans. As 
bases of the sort they were they must have served the purpose 
of keeping a check on anything that might threaten the 
security of the regime, be i t Roman or pirate. Carausius, 
presumably hoped he would never have to face trouble from the 
Romans f o r as long as he vras able to persue his policy of 
f r a t e r n i t y with rather than h o s t i l i t y towards the central 
empire. Ti'Thether he r e a l l y was naive enough to think he would 
not again have to defend his island empire after 289 cannot be 
knov/n but the comment of the sources that he was l e f t alone 
with instructions to protect the people of B r i t a i n , 'contra 
gentes bellicosas' may suggest not a c t i v i t y i n the f a r 
north against the tribes there, but i n the south and east 
against any seaborne threat. This was much more i n keeping 
with the nature of his o r i g i n a l task under iilaximian, whereas 
a l l the evidence suggests that he had few troops i n the north 
because i t was safe. 
The f o r t s seem, therefore, to have been b u i l t largely by 
Carausius i n conformity to a plan conceived i n principle 
before his usurpation. The nucleus of the system was provided 
by occupied sites at a few places, and others were selected 
according to the geographical necessity of providing reasonably 
distri b u t e d cover f o r the coastline from the Y/ash to the Solent. 
Walton Castle cannot be shown to have been part of the system 
but i t would,be a p a r t i c u l a r l y suitable s i t e because of i t s 
relationship with Colchester which was clearly a very important 
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place whether or not i t was a mint town. The converse 
argument that Portchester was so sited to perform a similar 
protective function f o r a mint town at Clausentum i s not 
convincing. Portchester marked a natural western l i m i t to the 
system and controlled one of i t s best harbours. 
Allectus can have had no i l l u s i o n s about the attitude of 
Constantius and i t i s during his reign, i f at a l l , that the 
Saxon Shore f o r t s may have b r i e f l y served as part of the 
defence system against the Romans as the primary threat. 
That i t did not prevent the invasion of 296 does not invalidate 
t h i s . Allectus had to direct a l l his e f f o r t s to coping with an 
imminent invasion. I t must have been with this i n mind that 
the second legion, or what v/as l e f t of i t , was moved to 
Richborough. 33 Carausius' f o r t s i n Wales, not dissimilar to 
those of the Saxon Shore but clearly i n no way a defence against 
Rome, were not, f o r Allectus a primary consideration. I t i s 
surely s i g n i f i c a n t that at Richborough, which provides the 
broadest spectrum of evidence, the f o r t appears to have been 
out of use during the period immediately a f t e r 296. This 
suggests, not that pirates had suddenly vanished from the seas, 
but that Allectus had manned the place i n accordance with a 
defence of his vulnerable coast l i n e against a Roman threat 
and that t h i s had now to be reorganised. 
WALES 
Wales has produced.a very considerable number of Carausian 
coins, many of them i n hoards. One vrrlter^^ has gone so f a r 
as to suggest, 'probably the usurper had his H.Q. at Caerleon' 
but similar claims have been made for York, Silchester and 
various other places where Carausian coins are found, by over-
enthusiastic local writers. The period of Carausius' usurpation 
certainly seems to have been something of a turning point i n 
the history of the Roman occupation of Wales. The coin 
evidence i s , accordingly^ of particular importance. 'An 
increasing amount of evidence points to unsettled conditions i n 
Wales, and perhaps to m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y under Carausius and 
perhaps under Allectus. A high proportion of the known 
Csirausian coin hoards have been found i n Wales and the coin 
evidence from Brecon Gaer and Caerhun suggests a renewal of 
a c t i v i t y (whether m i l i t a r y or c i v i l i a n ) at this period. We 
may note also the building of the new f o r t at Cardiff, closely 
resembling the Carausian f o r t s of the Saxon Shore .... v/e may 
suppose that, l i k e the Saxon Shore f o r t s , i t was intended to 
be the base fo r a detatchment of the f l e e t . ' 
The hoard evidence, i n particular,- has tended to be over-
stressed as regards sheer quantity. Grace Simpson 37 l i s t s 
eighteen Welsh hoards from the period of Carausius and Allectus 
and proceeds to comment on the basis that these constitute 
h a l f the t o t a l f o r the whole of B r i t a i n . Jarret 58 i n 
similar vein has, 'The high incidence of Carausian coin hoards 
i n Wales (half the t o t a l number f o r the B r i t i s h Isles) suggests 
special circumstances, not as yet understood, pertaining to 
Wales i n the period of the separatist B r i t i s h Empire.' I am 
aware of some f i f t y s i x hoards from B r i t a i n terminating with 
Allectus. The proportion of these found i n Wales i s much less 
than h a l f at sixteen and seven respectively. This gives a t o t a l 
of twenty three from eighty four overall, or l i t t l e more than 
one i n four. This does not so much detract from the 
importance of the V/elsh hoards as put them i n a more r e a l i s t i c 
perspective. On the basis of these V/elsh hoards comprising 
h a l f the t o t a l f o r the whole of B r i t a i n Dr Simpson supposes 
that the garrisons were withdrawn from Wales probably by 
Allectus, 'and i n t h e i r absence Caernavon, Forden Gaer 
and possibly Brecon Gaer .... were damaged by the native 
Britons. Chester and York also suffered damage but apparently 
Caerleon did not.' This presupposes a latent h o s t i l i t y , 
f estering and waiting to f l a r e up as soon as an opportunity 
such as t h i s presented i t s e l f . Wheeler also subscribes to • 
t h i s view, 'Wales, where Romanisation had penetrated very 
s l i g h t l y and the native elements were s t i l l predominant, was 
doubtless nursed both by funds (v/itness the large niMber of 
coins of the Gallic and Carausius periods found i n native 
Welsh sites) and by public v/orks. '39 
I t i s remarkable to envisage even.usurpers, who were aft e r a l l 
seeking to maintain the functioning.of Roman-style provincial 
administration, paying tribes l i v i n g within the provincial 
boundary i n order to keep the peace. Romanisation may well 
have been r e l a t i v e l y superficial i n the 'highland zone' but 
the d i r e c t purchase of peace from the people l i v i n g there 
would have r a d i c a l l y undermined the whole basis of provincial 
government. \^eeler's 'large numbers' i s misleading and i s 
i n s u f f i c i e n t foundation on which to base the case that there 
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was concerted h o s t i l i t y towards the Romans because the bribes 
dried up at t h i s time. The general economic l i f e of Wales as 
a whole i s at least as l i k e l y an explanation for these coins 
turning up i n native s i t e s . Just as coins were found at 
Traprain, so i t i s even more l i k e l y that they would be found 
at sites of t h i s sort v/hich lay within the provincial boundary. 
Their numbers are not s u f f i c i e n t to render an explanation based 
on trade and general economic intercourse as anything other 
than the most l i k e l y one. 
Dr Simpson feels there i s no need to look to I r i s h or other 
sea borne raiders as the reason behind these Welsh hoards. 
Despite t h e i r predominantly coastal d i s t r i b u t i o n she seeks 
t h e i r cause i n terms of purely internal p o l i t i c a l disturbance. 
She follows up a suggestion of l l a t t i n g l y and Pearce and 
argues that these hoards were not recovered simply^^ because of 
the monetary upheaval caused by Diocletisui's currency reform 
'Then perhaps i t was wiser to bury the old bad money rather 
than to be seen to possess any by Roman o f f i c i a l s . ' She i s 
prepared to apply t h i s principle to the hoards from a l l over 
B r i t a i n . That the Welsh hoards are predominantly coastal may . 
be explained by the fact that t h i s was the only habitable 
part of Vfeles, but there i s the evidence of the f o r t s at 
Cardiff, Caemavon and perhaps elsewhere, to at least suggest, 
i f not confirm, that Carausius was concerned to protect the 
Welsh coast i n a similar v/ay to the Saxon Shore.- Of Cardiff 
and Holyhead Jarret says, 'Like the f o r t s of the Saxon 
Shore they l i e beside harbours or navigable rivers and are 
presumably the bases of coastal defence f l e e t s . The threat i n 
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t h i s case can only have come from Ireland The existing 
f o r t at Caernavon may also have been used i n connection with 
a f l e e t . ' I t would be going too f a r to assume from t h i s a f u l l 
scale system i n 7/ales, p a r a l l e l to that of the Saxon Shore, 
b u i l t by Carausius. There are coins of Carausius from these 
f o r t s but not i n s u f f i c i e n t numbers to belie a construction 
date a l i t t l e l a t e r than his reign. The tlireat from a sea-
borne attack i s evident and that must have been there during 
Carausius' reign, and consequently have been a factor affecting 
the security of the region and therefore the incidence of 
hoards. 
The evacuation of major sites i s dealt with most clearly by 
liVheeler f o r Segontium and Boon for Isca.^^ In both, coins 
of Carausius have proved of great importance for dating pvirposes. 
At Segontium the hoard from the ce l l a r of the sacellum, which 
terminates v/ith a single well preserved legionary antoninianus 
of Carausius, may be dated to the very early part of his 
reign. Consequently the accumulation of debris concealing 
t h i s hoard was already there by such a date, which indicates 
an increasingly dilapidated building towards the l a t t e r part 
of the t h i r d century as seems to have been the case at Bewcastle. 
Wheeler talks of a, 'definite term i n the occupation' with 
Carausius. The place was clearly very run down by the time of 
his accession and i t was subject to a major rebuilding 
programme early i n the fourth century. This suggests a 
similar picture to that foimd on the northern f r o n t i e r except 
that the problem seems to have changed rather more i n Wales. 
However tempting i t may be to see i n Caemavon, Cardiff and' 
Caerhun a neat p a r a l l e l to the Saxon Shore system, the evidence 
i s not substantial. Haverfield^^ suggested a somewhat l a t e r 
date i n the context of an overall reorganisation of the 
recovered provinces, but he makes the point that i t was a 
defence, ' against intruding I r i s h l i k e the Des'si.' The 
primary reason f o r keeping troops i n Wales was no longer to 
police the area against internal disturbance, but to protect 
i t from external threats. 
I f Wales had been free from internal disturbance and i t s 
garrisons run down towards the end of the t h i r d century then 
one would not have expected to f i n d a significant divergance 
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from t h i s pattern at Caerleon. Boon shows that coins from 
the 270's provide the la t e s t s t r a t i f i e d evidence for the use 
of the buildings with no Carausian coin found i n such a 
context. The Carausian and l a t e r coins are found to indicate 
that a process of demolition had at least begun by some time • 
early i n his reign. Boon argues from the fact that the 
majority of these are early Carausian coins that Caerleon 
was systematically dismantled by about 290 at the l a t e s t , and 
that what was l e f t of the second legion was by then transferred 
to Richborough.There i s certainly a decrease i n the 
incidence of coins beyond 29O but s u f f i c i e n t later-Carausian 
and Allectan material to suggest a rather more prolonged 
vdthdrawal process. The overall picture, however, remains one 
of a m i l i t a r y evacuation of Wales during the Carausian period. 
Internal security meant that Carausius and Allectus could take 
what remained of the Y/elsh troops for more pressing tasks 
elsewhere. The sea-borne menace from the west may not have 
189 
seemed too serious a threat at f i r s t and indeed would only 
become so increasingly as the troops were withdrawn. Wales 
was s t i l l an important area, however. Many of the coin finds, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y some of the hoards, seem to relate to the 
comraercial importance of the area. Mining especially must 
have created a flov/ of money int o the region and th i s i s 
refl e c t e d i n the hoards from North Wales, especially from the 
L i t t l e Orme's Head, and the r e l a t i v e l y large number of coins 
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from Dinorben. I n the south was the gold mine at 
Dolaucothi near which some of the gold coins have been found. 
Another p a r a l l e l between Wales and the northern f r o n t i e r i s the 
paucity of Allectan pieces which seem to have been i n short 
supply i n both regions. 
Wales seems to have had few troops by the end of Carausius' 
reign, and i t may be p a r t l y "the type of people who were l e f t 
that accounts for.the high incidence of poor quality coins 
and copies from the area. I f there was a majority prepared to 
accept loT/ grade material there was also a minority of people 
important or r i c h enough to have the aurei and denarii v/hich 
have i n some cases survived. The dividend of a Carausian 
evacuation, hov/ever, based on internal local security and the 
more urgent needs elsewhere, seems to have been reaped by 
Rome a f t e r the recovery. The commercial a c t i v i t y engendered 
by, or at least developed by, Carausius with his need for 
metals with which to m^ ke his coins, promoted insecurity i n 
the face of external threats which, presimably, grew as the 
temptations increased and the opposition decreased. The hoards 
surely bear witness to t h i s , over and above any supposed 
general pattern of hoarding throughout the western empire .^ ^ 
They show a v i s i b l e decline tbjroughout the period with a l o t 
of early Carausian hoards i n the north and Anglesey, but 
only a few Allectan hoards; a l l from the south. This confirms 
the impression formed from the s i t e finds that coins of 
Allectus reached Wales i n no great numbers. 
The following summary l i s t of Carausius and Allectus s i t e 
finds from Wales i s not f u l l y comprehensive because of the 
great d i f f i c u l t y of obtaining accurate figxires, but i t 
provides a sound general picture. 
CARAUSIUS AKD ALLECTUS SITE FINDS. WALES 
SITE (Modem name) CARAUSIUS ALLECTUS TOTAL 
BARRY 1 : 0 : 1 
BRECON GAER 6 : 0 : 6 
BWRDD ARTHUR 5 : 0 : 3 
CAEREUIi.'; 0 : 3 : 3 
CAERLEON 77 : 11 : 68 
CAEffilAVON 2 : 0 : 2 
CAERTONT 89 : 12 : 101 
CARDIFF 3 : 0 : 3 
CASTEL COLLEN 1 : 0 : 1 
COYGAl^  15 : 2 : 17 
DINORBEN 17 : 0 17 
GATEHOLLI 1 : 0 : 1 
HOLT 2 : 2, : 4 
LLANDUDNO 1 : 0 : 1 
LLANTWIT 4 : 1 : 5 
PARCIAU 4 : 0 : 4 
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Site (Modern Name) CARAUSIUS ALLECTUS TOTAL 
PENRHYW 1 : 2 : 3 
RADNOR 1 : 0 : 1 
PLHYDD GAER 2 : 0 : 2 
CONTINENTAL FINDS 
The evidence from Continental finds i s very much negative 
evidence as so few coins of Carausius or Allectus have been 
found across the channel. Reece's recent a r t i c l e i s 
somewhat misleading i n that his tables iVa and 17b include coins 
of Carausius and Allectus which i n almost every case, while 
i n a continental museum, -ca.nnot be shown with certainty to 
have a continental provenance. The hoard evidence, with very 
few exceptions showed a great paucity of Carausius and 
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• Allectus coins Giard also l i s t s most of the single finds 
and these prove to be s i m i l a r l y scare. 
FRANCE 
CARAUSIUS ALLECTUS 
AUTUN 1 (no details) 0 
FAivaayjs i Ric 98 0 
HMIN-LIETARD 1 RIC 101 1 RIC 36 
LE PETIT COURONBE 0 1 RIC 35 
RENNES 0 2 RIC 22; RIC 28 
VEm^ AND 1 RIC 348 0 
BELGIUIvI 
NAi/IUR 0 1 RIC 125 
MINDEN 
PACHTEN 
ITALY 
? 'a most interesting coin found i n I t a l y ' ^ ^ = RIC I40 
( t h i s coin) Carausius. 
CARAUSIUS ALLECTUS 
0 lAV RIC ? 
1 (no de t a i l s ) • 0 
These are so few and so widespread as to give almost a n i l 
r a t i n g f o r the continent. Even taking the hoard evidence 
i n t o account i t i s only the dubious Rouen hoard which 
produces any si g n i f i c a n t number of Carausius coins, and i s 
the only incidence of coins which were stinick on the continent 
actually being found there. This confirms the impression 
that the 'Rouen' coins were a localised, short-lived issue, 
not something that ever provided the mainstay of Carausius' 
coinage i n whatever Gallic t e r r i t o r y he may have held. 
Otherwise these continental finds were a l l struck at B r i t i s h 
mints. The numbers are so very small, even allowing f o r the 
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fact that, 'son emploi f u t sans doute rapidement proscrit'. 
that i t i s d i f f i c u l t to equate them with any sort of 
prolonged or extensive control of cross channel t e r r i t o r y . 
GENERAL 
Apart from the specific areas which have just been dealt with, 
coins of Carausius and Allectus have been found i n most areas 
of England. A uniform comparison i s not pr a c t i c a l l y possible 
because of the widely diverging degrees to which various 
places have been excavated, or once excavated, have been 
published. A straightforv/ard l i s t i n g of a l l known single 
finds would be more of a corasientary on these variable factors 
thsm an accurate pointer to the occupation patterns f o r the 
period. Some general impressions do emerge, however which act 
as useful complements to the more specific information 
provided by hoards or the analyses of coin finds from particular 
s i t e s . Richard Reece's comparative l i s t s p r o v i d e one 
convenient cross sectional sample but they are concerned with 
much broader issues than simply Carausian and Allectan finds. 
His figures, nevertheless, are a f a i r indication of the 
r e l a t i v e percentages of Carausian and Allectan coins found on 
B r i t i s h sites. They show p a r t i c u l a r l y the relative scarcity 
of Allectan coins. Allectus' reign v/as less than half as long 
as that of his predecessor but these and other figures show 
that i n the case of a l l but the smallest samples the maaber 
of h i s coins found rar e l y approaches anything l i k e h a l f that 
of Carausius. I t must be remembered, however, that t h i s i s 
complicated by the vfidth of the spectrum of Carausian coins 
from hopelessly crude copies to f i n e l y executed pieces. Almost 
a l l the coins of Allectus are of a uniformly high standard. 
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Chapter Four 
Carausius' Silver Coinage 
The majority of Carausius' s i l v e r coinage, excluding such 
pieces as are patently irregular i n some way, f a l l s into two 
groups. The larger of these consists of the coins which have 
the l e t t e r s RSR i n the exergue; the smaller, of those with 
no exergual l e t t e r s . I n addition there are a very few 
s i l v e r coins which- have on them exergual l e t t e r s such as are 
commonly found on the antoniniani. These have been 
considered separately, not because they are from a separate 
mint or mints from the majority of the coins so much as to 
ahow ju s t what an extreme minority they are and how much more 
l i k e l y they are to be exceptions rather than the sole 
constituents of the produce of the main mints. 
1 or 1 
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I n his Numismatic Chronicle corpus Webb l i s t s eight coins as 
denarii with London marks of one sort or another. In a 
series of footnotes he casts doubt on some of them and by 
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the time of his R.I.C. l i s t i n g , the number has dropped to 
three. Even t h i s i s incorrect, however, as he has transmitted 
some of the errors from his e a r l i e r v/ork despite his having 
dravm attention to them himself i n footnotes. R.I.C.7 i s the 
product of a misreading as Webb pointed out,^ 'The mint mark 
i s probably an erroneous reading of the Hunter specimen, 
which i s f a i n t but i n fact reads R.S.R.• This coin i s 
i l l u s t r a t e d i n a woodcut i n Mon. B r i t . ^ with the iaint mark 
erroneously shown as a f a i n t > 7^ebb f a i l e d to perceive an 
anomaly i n his ov/n l i s t s , f o r R.I.C.7 and R.I.C. 535, with 
obverse H, may both be traced back to Cohen 8 which i s the 
Hunter coin and which certainly reads . 
Webb gives a version of R.I.C 7 with no exergual l e t t e r s . I t 
has proved impossible to trace such a coin nor, indeed, any 
e a r l i e r reference to i t . The most l i k e l y explanation seems 
to be that Webb has mistakenly read Cohen 6 as a denarius. 
This coin f i t s the description but i s an antoninianus. I t i s 
surely s i g n i f i c a n t that Webb does not record i t as such 
anywhere i n R.I.C. 
R.I.C.8 has also been misread. The cause of the error i s the 
doublestriking of the reverse which creates the impression 
that there are i n fact l e t t e r s similar to M L i n the exergue. 
Webb has, therefore, again included the same coin twice by 
error, despite having expressed doubts about i t e a r l i e r . ^ 
The coin bears no exergual l e t t e r s and i s correctly described 
as such as E.I.C. 709* 
R.I.C^9 presents a more complex problem. The two versions of 
i t , W 12 and W 13, are hardly d i f f e r e n t at a l l and are almost 
cert a i n l y two variants of a description of the same coin; 
neither of which i s correct. W 12 derives from Cohen 401 of 
which i s said, 'Cette medaille donnee par l e Monumenta. 
Historica Britannica, comme faisant partie- de l a Bibliotheque 
Nationale (cabinet des medailles) ne s'y trouve pas'.^ 
W 15 simply cites the Montagu and Evans collections. The coin' 
which Mon. B r i t , ascribed to the Bibliotheque Nationale was, 
therefore, missing by Cohen's time; i t has not reappeared 
since. There i s a specimen of thi s type at Oxford, from the 
Evans collection, which i s presumably ¥ 1 5 - I t has not been 
c e n t r a l l y struck and i t i s worn i n places so that the readings 
are not very clear but there are de f i n i t e traces of an M 
before the much clearer L i n the exergue. This rids us of 
the odd mark. The reverse legend i s i n d i s t i n c t at the 
beginning and end but must be as given below. This piece i s 
a l l that appears to exist of R.I.C. 9 and i t seems quite 
possible that t h i s coin i s the one which v/as o r i g i n a l l y i n 
Paris as W 12 but which found i t s way over to England before 
Cohen's day. 
I t remains to add one coin and one oddity to this very small 
group. There i s at Oxford a denarius which has been struck 
from the same dies as the aureus R.I.C. 1. This coin, said to 
have been found at London, seems above suspicion. Also at 
Oxford i s a coin bearing the types and legends of the legionary 
antoninianus R.I.C.75» including the radiate crown; but i t i s 
made of some s i l v e r coloured al l o y , not s i l v e r i t s e l f . I t i s 
clea r l y not a silvered antoninianus as the alloy i s very l i g h t , 
and i t may be a comparatively recent copy of some sort. 
Details of thiscoin have been included f o r the sake of 
completeness without accepting i t as a denarius at a l l . 
THE COBIS 
1 
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l ) 0) CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and cuirassed. 
R) COITSERVAT AVG j — - Jupiter standing l e f t holding 
thunderbolt and sceptre; eagle at foot, 
R.I.C. - 5-B3 gin. 19 X 17 mm ASBMOLEAU 
notes; From same dies as R,I.C.I ( i n AV ) Given by A.D. 
Passmore and said to have been found i n LOITDOtr. 
2) 0) E!P CARAVSIYS PF IN AVG bust r i g h t laureate and draped. 
R) [ V I E ] TVS IN 1 AVG ^ Emperor stg r i g h t holding 
globe and spear. 
R.I.C. 9 (corrected) 5.85 gm. 18 mm ASBMOLEAN 
notes A somewhat coarse piece, the l e t t e r M of the raint-
c 
mark i s only f a i n t l y v i s i b l e pf. Cooke v/.'The Iledallic History 
of Imperial Rome' London 1781 vol I I pp.455 f f . and f i g . LIX; 
Stulceley. Med. Hist. H p l . ^ No 6. 'Lord Pembroke'; 
Akerman, Des:r. Cat. I I p.159, 46, Coins Rel.to R. B r i t , 
p.127, No 49- Cohen 4OI. 
Addenda 
a) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , radiate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) LEG V I I CL ^^^^ standing r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 2.74 gm 20 mm ASHMOLEALT 
notes Not a s i l v e r coin. No radiate, s i l v e r coins are known 
to exist i n the way laureate bronzes do. There are several 
instances of well silvered antoniniani being called•silver 
coins, notably N.C. 2 ser. vol XIV 1874 p.87 no 1 which i s 
W 209 where he calls i t 'base s i l v e r or v/ashed bronze', of also 
Stukeley, Med. Hist. I I p i . I . 8. 
1 o-P 11 
' I t i s doubtful i f any s i l v e r was issued from this mint.' 
This i s Webb's comment'^  which he t r i e s to support by arguing 
that the mark i n the exergue of the Hunter specimen i s not a 
^o2 
C but a crescent, and that this i s probably the case with 
other specimens. The mark i n the exergue of the Hunter coin i s 
certainly d i f f e r e n t from the C found i n the legend of the same 
coin but i t i s s t i l l shaped l i k e a l e t t e r C. The obvious 
in t e r p r e t a t i o n placed upon such a mark i n such a place must 
have been that i t was a l e t t e r C. The only alternative 
would, perhaps, be i f the coin were produced before any other 
coins bearing the l e t t e r C i n the exergue. I f not then i t 
must have been taken as a 'C mint' coin despite the variation 
i n form. The l e t t e r on the Oxford coin.is unmistakeably a C; • 
t h i s time i n the r i g h t f i e l d . 
R.I.C. 187, as i s clear from i t s i l l u s t r a t i o n as number 
twelve on plate sixteen of that work, has been struck i n such 
a way that only the top of the exergual l e t t e r i s actually 
present on the f l a n . The coin i s i n the B r i t i s h Ivruseum and 
there can be no doubt that the l e t t e r must be read as a C, 
g 
as i t was as long ago as Mon. B r i t . The obverse appears 
normal for^a s i l v e r coin but the reverse i s too large f o r the 
f l a n . This i s a phenomenon to be observed on the rare laureate 
Q 
bronzes , the reverses of which have, i n some cases, been 
struck from antoninianus dies. This may have happened i n the 
case of R.I.e.187. : antoniniani are recorded with t h i s 
reverse. The coin may be the product of the combination of 
an antoninianus reverse with a denarius obverse. This i s of 
relevance.to, the question of mint location and for dating. 
Clearly such a combination could not have occurred u n t i l 
antoniniani bearing the exergual C had begun to appear; 
v/hich would make i t less l i k e l y that R.I.C.186 was produced 
before such a date. 
The coin at Oxford, which i s not recorded i n R.I.C. has a 
reverse v/hich does not l i n k vath any antoninianus, although 
Ic 
the occurrence of the mark i s known f o r antoniniani. 
The Glasgow coin shows no signs of having come from an 
antoninianus die. This leaves three coins which do not 
rel a t e to each other very closely and which look a far from 
convincing survival from any significant issue of denarii. 
THE COINS 
1 
C 
1) O) W CARAVSr/S PP AVG bust r i g h t laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILITVtv! ^ joined hands. 
R.I;C 186 4.064 gm 18 ram. HUNTERIAN 
notes The obverse i s similar to R.S.R. 102. cf Woodward, Wilks 
and Lockhart. 'A General History of Hampshire' 5 vols. 
London I86I v o l . 2 p i . facing p.200 No. 7. This must be 
the Hunter coin. 
2) 0) niP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped . 
and cuirassed. 
-1- Centaur l e f t holding club 
transversely with both 
hands. 
R.I.C. 187 pl.m 12 5.95 gm 19 nun. B.IJ. 
notes cf Mon. B r i t . V 21. 'Brammel' cf E.I.C. 272-5 f o r 
t h i s reverse on an antoninianus but N.B. t h i s i s not from 
the dies used fo r the coins of thi s sort shown i n Coll. Ant. 
R) LEG n i l (FLAVIA) 
pi. XVII. cf Akerman Descr. Cat. I I p.157- No.22 and p.159, 
Coins r e l to B r i t , pp 123-4 'copied from the abundant t h i r d 
brass of Gallienus'. Cohen 143' 
l ) 0) IMS CARAVSrrs PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PR OVIJD AVG — Providentia stg l e f t with 
baton and comucopiae, 
globe at feet. 
R.I.C. - 4.17 gm 19™ ASffiJOLEAtT 
notes Pound at ABINGDON cf N.C. 6th ser. vol W 1944- p.13 
No.104 and pl.m N0..I. cf Drabble Sale. Glendinning. 
4.7-. 1939 Lot No. 266.. 
1 
RSR 
The majority of the s i l v e r coins of Carausius have the l e t t e r s 
R.S.R. i n the exergue. Many e f f o r t s have been made to suggest 
expansions which incorporate a place name, usually Rutupiae 
f o r Richborough, as the location of the mint town of these 
coins. The more obvious way to interpret these exergual 
l e t t e r s was pointed out by Arthur Evans''"^  'on the analogy 
of COM(itis) on la t e Roman s o l i d i these l e t t e r s are to be 
explained as R(at i o n a l i s ) , S(ummae) R(ei) rather than a local 
mint mark.' Several of these denarii have been found at 
Richborough but by. no means s u f f i c i e n t to prove that that must 
have been t h e i r mint tovm. A s u f f i c i e n t body of epigraphic 
evidence exists, hdv/ever, to show that the t i t l e Rationalis 
Summae Rei was regularly abbreviated to t h i s form or something 
very similar. 
C.I.L. 6 1132 ....RAT.S.R 
C.I.L. 6 1145 RAT.S.R 
C.I.L. 6 1701 RAT/S.R 
a/b 
There can be no question as to the correctness of the 
expansion here as A.E. 1947, 186....V.P. RAT and A.E. 
1966, 432 ....VP/R.... both record Julius Antoninus whose t i t l e 
i s given i n f u l l on C.I.L. 3- 325. 
To support the f a c t that such an o f f i c e r existed under Carausius 
there i s the testimony of Aurelius Victor vrho describes 
12 
Allectus himself as, '....summae r e i prae esset'. I t i s 
possible that Victor i s using t h i s either anachronistically 
or with a more general conn^j^ation than the specific t i t l e 
.Rationalis Summae Rei, but the combination of this and the 
other factors makes thi s the most convincing interpretation 
of R.S.R. on the s i l v e r coins of Carausius. 
One would expect to f i n d such an o f f i c e r based at the 
administrative centre of the area concerned, i n t h i s case 
London, ajid so the denarii avowedly struck by his authority 
must have been produced there also. A more detailed argument 
follows the corpus of a l l the remainder of the denarii. The 
unmarked s i l v e r coins seem more rathej* than less closely 
connected to the R.S.R. pieces and follow straight on from 
them without a separate introduction. 
THE COINS 
1 
RSR 
1) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG 
R) ABVENTVS AV RSR 
E.I.C.— 
notes Probably from CAEBLEON 
2) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , one 
captive before. 
4.40 gra 21 mm. ASHI'iOLEAN 
R) ADVEIJTVS AVG 
R.I.C. 555 
notes very worn. 
5) 0) Bff CARAVC 3 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , no 
captive v i s i b l e . 
2.61 gm 19 x 18 m COPENHAGEN 
RSR 
R) ADVENL JG SRS 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , no 
captive. 
R.I.C. 557 2.37 gm 20 mm. R..M. 
notes a considerable portion of the coin has broken o f f , the 
style i s not abnormal despite the erroneous version of the 
exergual l e t t e r s . 
4) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , one 
captive before. 
R.I.C. 555 3.73 gm 19 X 18 mm PRmTE COLL. 
R) ADVENTVS AVG ESE 
Z07 
notes of Trau Sale Vienna. 1935 l o t 5484 ( 250O Fr.S); 
Num. Circ. v o l LXXVll No.5 (March I969) p.98, pi , 1 1 No.22 
£ 1 4 5 ; Vecchi L i s t 7 1972 No-115 £350; S Gibbons sale 
5 July 1973 l o t C 159. S. Gibbons stock l i s t Feb 1974 No.149 
£ 3 0 0 . 
5) 0) B!P CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) [A]DVENTVS AVS (E|fE 
E.I.C. 535 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped; 
rest o f f f l a n . 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , 
captive before? 
22 X 18 mm ?ffiOXETEE 
notes found WROXETEB 1915 cf. Wroxeter Eeport 2. I915 
( j P Bushr-Eox) No. 540 p.72 and fig. 2 0 ; one of four denarii, of 
Carausius i n a hoard of I6 coins (cf. my hoards, group one No.48). 
6) 0) BCP CAEA^SlvJs PF AV[G] bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
E) ^DVENTVS] AV[G7 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , 
captive before. 
18 mm ASHMOLEAN E.I.C. '555' 3.07 gm 
notes holed and chipped, the exergue i s very worn and battered. 
OBV 
7) 0) BIP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) ADVENTVS AVG 
R.I.C. 535' 
RSR 
bust l e f t , laiu:eate i n 
robes, holding sceptre. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , 
captive before 
4.298 gm 19 mm. HUNTERIAN 
notes OBV = RSR 58 = RSR 25. This i s the coin which Webb 
misreads to get RIC 7 (v.s.) I t i s i l l u s t r a t e d with ML i n 
the exergxie i n Mon B r i t . pl.V No.5 cf Stukeley I I pi,XVIII 
No 1 (no exergual marks) - Dr Kennedy ( — y Hunter?) 
Akerman. Deser. Cat. p.155 No.2 ; CRB p.119 No.2. 
8) O) IMP CAEAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
R) ADTONTVS AVG Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , no captive. 
R.I.C. 536 3-5 gm 19 mm. B.M. 
notes 0 'BV= - 32 ' cf.W. 587 "Brooke. Found at 
LAiliBODRl'IE, Berks." 
8a) 0) nip CARAVSIVS P AVG 
R) ADVEN [TVS AVG] ^ 
R.I.C. 3.5 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g l e f t . Captive 
before. 
18 mm GLOUCESTER 
notes "found i n a f i e l d behind Witcomb Farm Cottage, GREAT 
WITCOMB' • SO 905 162, purchased I965. The fi n d spot i s 
between a known 3C. v i l l a and the li n e of a Roman road. 
9) 0) BSP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) ADVENTVS AVG RSR 
R.I.C. 541 4.79 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor r i d i n g r i g h t , spear 
held horizontally over head, 
captive below horse. 
21 mm B.M. 
cf. Stukeley v o l . I I , p l - H , No.I, Lord Pembroke, cf .Akerman 
Descr. Cat.II,p.155,No.4, c i t i n g Stukeley CRB p.120 No.4. COH 11 
10) 0) . nCP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA AVG ^ joined hands. 
R.I.C. 545 2.52 gm. 20 X 18 mm ASHIJOLEAN 
lot 
notes REV = RSE 11 
11) O) DIP CARAVSiys P AVG bust r i g h t , lavireate, rest 
uncertain. 
E) CONCORDIA AVG' joined hands. 
R.I.C. 546 2.98 gms 18 nun ASm.TOLEAN 
notes cf.N.C. I9O5, p l . I I No-1; N.C.1944, p.l7, No.162. 
Similar obverse to antoniniani. REV RSR 10 
12) 0) BIP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG 
E) CONCOEDIA M [ i j 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
joined hands. 
20 X 18 mm V/HEBEABOUTS UNEITOWN 
ES E 
E.I.C. 548 3.88 gms 
notes Seen i n the B.M. 4*6.1930 and described as 'from 
NOEWICH'. Eev.is very o f f centre. Glens. 5.7.74. Lot No. 419 
misdescribed. 
15) 0) BIP CAEAVSIVS P AV 
E) CONCOEDIA MI ^ 
E.I.C. 5.69 m 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped ' 
and cuirassed. 
joined hands. 
19 mm V/HEEEABOTJTS UNKNOWN 
notes c f r l o t 5. ?felters Sale, Sothebey 1952 112. 
14) 0) BIP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) CONCOEDIA MILIT ~ 
R.I.C. 548 5.22 gms 
15) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) CONCOEDIA MILIT p| 
E.I.C. 549 
notes COH 56 
ESE 
3.4 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
joined hands. 
19 mm ASm/IOLEAN 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
joined hands 
18 mm B.M. 
16) O) IMP CAMVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
R) CONCORDIA M I L I T V I T ^ joined hands. 
R.I.C. 548 4.61 gm 19 mm PRIVATE COLL. 
notes Pound HAI»ffiIERSItIITH. Ex W.C.Wells and A.H.Baldwin, cf'. 
l o t No.323. Glendinnings Nov. 21 1969 > £500. OBV= RSR 71-
17) 0) Bff CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILITVM joined hands. 
R.I.C. 548 21 X 19 mm WHEREABOUTS UNIOTOTOT 
notes cf. Lot 125 Sothebey 20th Nov. 1968. 
18) 0) BEP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
R) CONCOR [DIA i WILIT] VM ^ joined hands. 
R.I.C. '548' '2.55 gra 18 ma HUNTERIAN 
notes Obv. i s similar to RSR 72 
19) 0) BiP CARAVSIVS PF AVG ^ust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILITM ^ joined hands. 
R.I.C. 548 3.42 gm 20 mm ASBIOLEAN 
20) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust l e f t , laureate i n robes, 
holding sceptre. 
R) CONCORDIA MLITVM g ~ joined hands 
R.I.C. 548 3.89 gm 20 X 18 mm ASHMOLEAN 
cf. N.C. I861 p. 161 found near ABINGDON. COH 42. 
21) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILITVIil ~ joined hands. 
R.I.C. 549 4.17 gms 19 mm BRUSSELS 
2-11 
22) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILTVIJI ^ joined hands. 
R.I.C.-- 21 X 18 mm . \7HERMB0UTS UMOTOY/N 
notes OBV= R3R 66 
25) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
. R) CONCORDIA J;ITILTO ^  joined hands. 
R.I.C. 547 corr. 4.4.gra 19 mm B.N. 9448 
notes OBV = RSR 69 OBV & REV = RSR 24 COH. 41 
24) O) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA ffllLTVl^ ~ joined hands. 
R.I.C. 547 corr. 21 mm \VHEBEABOUTS PNIQTOM 
notes OBV = RSR 69 OBV & REV = RSR 25 cf. l o t 271 
llayr-Harting sale, Glendinnings 15/11/1949 — » £46. where i t 
i s wrongly given as R.I.C. 548. "Prom Lord Amherst's Cabinet 
£55". 
25) O) li-CP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust l e f t , laureate i n robes, 
holding sceptre. 
R) CONGO |RD] M L I [T] ~ Concordia stg l e f t with 
two ensigns. 
R.I.C. 544 4.456 gms 18 mm . HDNTERm 
notes OBV=RSR 5 8 = RSR 7. cf. Stukeley H p l . m No. 2. 
Lord Oxford ( Hunter?) cf.Akerman Descr. Cat.II p.156, 
No.9; C.R.B. p.121 No.9. COH 55. 
26) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Z»2 
E) CONCOR m joined hands. 
R.I.C. 543 5.57 gras 20 mm ASHMOLEAW 
notes formerly A.?MIands collection. 
27) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONCORD C 3 Emperor standing r i g h t , 
clasping hand of Concordia 
standing l e f t . 
R.I.C. 551 3.34 gms 18 mm BERLIN 
notes The hust i s similar to that used on some aurei. 
28) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONS l i s ] A Neptune seated l e f t with 
anchor and tri d e n t . 
R.I.C. 553 corr. 3.341 19 nun HDNTERIAN 
notes cf Jfon. B r i t , p i V no.12 Mrrongly described, cf 
Stukeley n p l . m No.?. Dr Kennedy. COPI 45-
29) 0) HIP CARAVSIVS PP AYG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CONSER AVG ^ Neptune seated l e f t holding 
anchor and tr i d e n t . 
R.I.C. 552 var. 4.63 gm 20 mm ASMOLEAI'T 
notes c f , N.C. I86I p ..36; N.C. 1944 P-17 N0.I65 and pi. I l l 
No. 10. Pound at ST.ALBANS OBV= RSR 95 
30) 0) niP CARAVSIVS PE AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and 
draped. 
R) EXPECTATE V I N I g ~ 'Britannia' standing r i g h t 
holding ensign, clasping hand 
of Emperor s t g . l e f t holding 
sceptre. 
R.I.C. 554 (+ pl,XV.6) 4.65 gm 20 mm B.M. 
notes The obverse P has been cut as an E, which happens on 
several other denarii, and two of the reverse E's are 
imperfectly formed so that they look l i k e I s . cf.RSR 72, 
RSR 74, RSR 75, RSR 76, RSR 80, - 15, - 19, - 35. 
51) o) Bff CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
. and cuirassed. 
R) EXPECTATE VENI ^  'Britannia' stg.right with 
v e r t i c a l sceptre (or 
imperfect ensign) clasping 
hand of Emperor stg . l e f t with 
v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
R.I.C. 554 2.57 gm 20 X 18 mm BERLIN 
52) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) EXPECTATE VENI ^ 
R.I.C. 554 
'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign, clasping hand of 
Emperor stg. l e f t with 
v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
19 mm 17R0XETER 
notes from aji electrotype i n the BM, thi s i s one of the 
?/ROXETER hoard coins q.v. REV^ RSR 58 
55) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) EXPECTATE VENI ~ 'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign, clasping hand of 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with sceptre. 
R.I.C. 554 4.646 gms 20 mm HDNTERIAN 
notes OBV & REV= RSR 35 OBV = - 24 
34) 0) IMP CARAVS[ 1 bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) EXPECTATE VENI 'Britannia' stg.right with ensign 
clasping haiid of Emperor s t g . l e f t 
with sceptre. 
R.I.C. '554' 2.96 gms 19 mm B.M. 
35) 0) niP CAEAVSIVS PP AV 
R) EXPECTATE. "7MI RSR 
R.I.C. 555 
. 1 
4.67 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate and 
draped. 
'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign clasping hand of 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with sceptre. 
19 ram B.M. 
notes OBV — - 24 OBV & REV = RSR 33. obverse similar 
to i 25. 
36) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign, clasping hand of 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with sceptre. 
19 mm ASHLIOLEAN 
R) EXPECTATE VENI RSR 
R.I.C. 555 2.76 gm 
notes OBV = RSR 37 ex T. Thomas Esq. cf-Akerman. Descr. Cat. 
n pp.154 & 156. 
37) 0) niP CARAVSIVS PP AV 
R) EXPECTATE VENI RSR 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign clasping nand of 
2.1S 
R.I.C. 555 
Emperor stg..left with sceptre. 
5.08 gms 17 ram WHEREABOUTS UNKNOT/N 
notes Pound at BATH. OBV=R.S.R. 56. REV^RSR 59. Ex 
Roth c o l l . cf l o t A, Walters Sale, Sothebey 1952 — v £l6: 
Lot 155, Lockett, English I , Glendinning 1955—^ Schulmann — 
M. Nicolas, Prance—* ? 
58) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV 
R) EXPECTATE VENI RSR 
R.I.C. 555 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign clasping hand of 
Emperor stg . l e f t with sceptre. 
20 mm B.M. 
notes From the SULLY MOOR hoard q.v. cf.M.C.1900 pp.27-65; 
A.C. LV (1900) p.65; BCS XXIII p-505; P.P. Isaac 'A Study 
of Roman Gold Coins found i n B r i t a i n , and th e i r implications'. 
unpub. M.A.Thesis. Durham 1971. REV = RSR 52. 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
59) O) BIP CARAUSIVS PP AV 
R) EXPECTATE YW.I RSR 'Britannia' stg.right with 
ensign clasping hand of Emperor 
s t g . l e f t with sceptre. 
notes From a cast i n B.H. with "A.G.L. GM LEN ST.ALBANS (not 
to be published)" vrritten on i t . REV=RSR 57. 
40) O) BIDP CARAVSrVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) EXPECTATI ~ 'Britannia stg.right v/ith 
ensign clasping hand of 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with sceptre. 
2IG 
R.I.C. 557 21 mm \7HEREAB0UTS UNKirom 
notes cf. l o t 207, Oman sale, Christies.' 2/7/1968 
'Mallinson' £150. 
41) 0) IlilP CARAVSIVS [PP] bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
rest unclear.* 
R) EXPECT [ATE V E ] N I E [ S ] - ^ JJ 'Britannia' standing 
r i g h t with ensign 
clasping hand of 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with 
sceptre. 
R.I.C. 558 ? corr.? 3.09 gms 18 mm HUNTERIAN 
notes* with globe before 'cos of die l i n k OBV & REV=RSR 42. 
42) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
holding globe before. 
R) EXPECT[ATE VEJNIES ~ 'Britannia' stg,right, 
a t t r i b u t e unclear, clasping 
hand of Emperor s t g ^ l e f t 
with sceptre. . 
R.I.C. 558 corr.? 3.59 gms 17 nmi ASHTAOLEAIT 
notes OBV & REV^RSR 41 cf. Hon. B r i t . pl.V No I 4 . c f . 
Stukeley n, p i . n No.6 Bodley Library. COH 57. 
43) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PEDES MILITV?! ^  Fides s t g . l e f t with two 
ensigns. 
R.I.C. 559 2.62 gms 20 X 16 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf N.C. I905 pl.2. No.3; N.C. 1944, P-18, N0 . I64 . 
Ex Wame and Evans- collections. 
( 
2.n 
44) O) BIP CARAVSIVS P AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PECL]ICITA ~ galley r i g h t 
R.I.C. 19 mm BARBER IITSTITUTE 
notes ex G.C.Haines collection. 
45) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PPiWG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PELICITA AV galley r i g h t . 
R.I;C. 560 5.94 gm 19 mm B.N. 9449 
notes COH 65 
46) 0) B.1P CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
rest unclear. 
R) PELICITA AV ^ galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 2.79 gm 19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes galley rather stylised. 
47) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and draped. 
R) PELICITA AVG ^  galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 .20mm RICHBOROUGH 
notes from electrotype i n B.M. found RICHBOROUGH OBV & REV = 
RSR 4 8 ^ RSR 52 REV^RSR 51. 
48) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
rest unclear. 
R) PELICITA AVG ~ galley r i g h t 
R.I.C. 560 4.55 gm 21 mm RICHBOROUGH 
notes found RICHBOROUGH OBV & REV=RSR 47 = RSR 52 
REVS RSR 51. 
49) 0) mP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PELICITA AVG ^  galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 4.55 gm 21 X 18 mm WHEREABOUTS UNKN07/N 
notes s t r i k i n g crack, ex John Evans collection, cf.Lot 154 
Lockett, English p t . I Glendinning 1955. Seen at Baldwins 1971. 
OBV=RSR 65 Hess-Leu sale I969. ex c o l l M. Nicolas (France). 
50) 0) DIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) FELICITA AVG ^  galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 4.140 gms 19 X 18 mm HUNTERIAN 
notes very similar to No 49' 
51) 0) DiDP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) FELICITA AVG galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 3.61 gm 19 mm ASEMOLEAN 
notes: EEV=RSR 48iSRSR 47=RSR 52 
52) 0) ITiffP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) CPELICITA] AVG ^  . galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 2.76 gms 19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes h o l e d : OBV=RSR 48='ESE 47 EEV=RSR 48 = 
ESR 47=RSR 51. cf. Lot 3485 Trau sale Vienna 1935- Not 
i l l u s t r a t e d R) Schiff. Gel Schlechterh = almost certainly 
1 
t h i s coin, esp. as Evans bought the next l o t (= RSR 90) 
53) 0) IMP CJIRAVSIVS PF AVG bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes 
with sceptre. 
R) PELICITA AVG ^  galley l e f t . 
R.I.C. 560 4.19 gm 19 mm RICHBOROUGH 
notes found RICHBOROUGH OBV&REV=RSR 54 
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54) O) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
with sceptre. 
R) PELICITA AVG g ~ galley l e f t 
R.I.C. 560 5.82 gm 22 X 19 mm BALDWIN5(l974) 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 55. Ex W.C.Wells c o l l . cf. l o t 524 
Glendinnings 21/11/69 @ £62 Baldwin, cf.Stukeley I I , 
p i . I I I . No-l PELICITAS 
55) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) PELICITAS RSR 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
galley r i g h t . 
21 X 18 mm BERLIN 44l/l891 R.I.C. 560 5.69 gms 
notes (Juelen 1957. This has a coin i n bronze struck from 
the same dies. cf.Num. Circ. 1975 pp.550-52. 
56) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PELICITAS ~ galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 560 4.41 gm 19 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 57. obverse i s very similar to RSR 57 
and RSR 56. COH 66. 
57) 0) BDP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) PELICITAS ~ -
R.I.C. 560 4.171 gms 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 56. 
58) 0) BTP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) FELICITAS AVG ~ g 
R.I.C. 560 5.69 gm . 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
galley r i g h t . 
19 X 18.mm HUNTERIAN 
bust l e f t , laureate, i n 
robes, with sceptre, 
galley l e f t . 
19 mm ASHfJOLEAN 
notes ex Evans cf.N.C. I905, p l - H , no.2 "Found i n The 
Thames at LONDON 0BV=RSR 7=-RSR 25. 
59} 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped. 
and cuirassed. 
R) [FELICITAS A] VG ~ galley l e f t . 
R.I.C. 560 car. 20 mm \TOBREABOUTS UITOOWN 
notes c f . l o t 206, Oman Sale, Christies 2/7/68—?£155. Spink. 
60) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and ? cuirassed? 
R) F I DES IVULIT Fides stg: l e f t with two ensigns. 
R.I.C. 564 3.19 gm 19 mm B.M. 
notes p o r t r a i t i s similar to that used on some aurei. cf. 
Occo. Imp. Rom. Num. 1683, p.428 - MILITVM. cf. Akerman. CRB 
p.171, No .19 ex Rev. P. Blick. c o l l . cf. Banduri Num-Impr, 
Rom. Paris 17I8, p.ll6 - MILITVM. 
61) 0) IMP C CARAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) FORTUNA AVG ^ ~ Fortuna seated l e f t on wheel 
with rudder and comucopiae. 
R.I.C. 567 4.673 gms 19 mm HUIfTERIAN 
notes c f . Mon. B r i t . pl.,V, No.,17, cf. Stukeley n," pl,Vn» ^ 0-55 
P Carteret Vifebb (—* Hunter?) COH 87. Banduri. op. c i t , p.ll6. 
62) 0) HJIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped. 
rest unclear. 
R) LEG n i l PL l i o n walking l e f t , thunderbolt 
i n mouth. 
R.I.C. 568 4.05 gm 18 mm B.M. 
notes cf- Stukeley, Vol.11, p i - I , No.10, Lord Pembroke c o l l . 
COH. 140 
Z2.\ 
65) 0) Blip CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) ORIENS AVG ~ 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Sol s t g . l e f t , r i g h t hand 
raised, globe i n l e f t . 
R.I.C. 570 4.54 gm 18.5.mm ASHJ^ iOLEAN 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 64 cf.Stukeley I I , p l . X X I I I I No.4, 
Bodley Library. Tv'ebb "Very base metal". 
64) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) ORmS AVG 
R.I.C. 570 5.40 gra 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Sol s t g . l e f t , r i g h t hand 
raised, globe i n l e f t . 
18 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 65 COH 185 corr. 
65) 0) BiD? CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) . RENOVA ROrM ~ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
R.I:C. 571 4.17 gm 19 mm WHEREABOUTS UI<fICNOWIT 
notes OBVSRSR 49. cf. Lot I I I Campion Sale 1957. Banlc Leu 
29/3/74. Zurich, l o t 582. 
66) 0) BEP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) RENOVAT ROFA ~ 
R.I.C. 571 4.02 gms 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
wolf r i g h t with tv/ins. 
19 mm B.N. 9452 
notes crack through edge. OBV=.RSR 22 OBV very similar 
to the aureus, from Silchester. cf.Stukeley I I , pi,XVII, 
No.l, Duke of Devon. COH 291. 
67) 0) BD? CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) EENOVAT m m ^ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
E.I.C. 571 4.62 grm 20 mm PEIVATE COLLECTION 
notes Found at DUESLEY, Glos* c f , l o t 107, Carlyon-Britton 
Sothebey I913—> £15.5.0.; l o t 155, Lockett sale, Glendinning 
1955; l o t 325, Glendinning 21/II/69—• £580. 0BV= ESE 77-
* = 627 "Pound i n Somersetshire". 
68) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
E) EEITOVAT EOLIANO ^ 
E.I.C. 571 4-38 gm 
notes found BAMPTON, Oxon 
69) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) EENOV^ ROMANO RSR 
and cuirassed. 
wolf r i g h t with tv/ins 
21 X 19 mm ASffl.IOLEAl'T 
OBV=RSR 99 = RSR 84 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
wolf r i g h t with tv/ins 
R.I.C. 571 4.146 gms 19 mm HDNTERIAN 
notes OBV == RSR 23=RSR 24 reverse i s very l i k e RSR 70 
cf. Akerman Descr. C a t . I I , p.158 No.34; CRB, p.125, No .36. 
70) 0) IMP CAHAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) RENOVAT ROmO 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
wolf r i g h t with twins. 
18 mm BERLIN 559/1896 
ESE 
E.I.C. 571 2.00 gms 
70a) 0) IMP CARfAVSIVS PP AVGJ bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
Wolf and twins. 
R.I.C. 571 2.56 gms 19 mm WARWICK 
notes i n a very poor state of preservation. Foiind 1928 at 
ALCHESTER. G & BW Davis Coll. now Warwick Museum. OBV & EEV'= 
ESB 70. 
E) [EENOVAT EQTMO] 
2.25 
71) 0) BiP CARAVSIVS P E AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) RENOVAT : ROMANO" ^ Wolf r i g h t with twins 
R.I.C. 571 ( & p l . m N o . l O ) 18 mm B.M. 
notes OBV=RSR l6 COH 295 
72) O) BIP CARAVSIVS P E AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) RENOlVAT ROMAN]O ~ Wolf r i g h t with twins 
R.I.C. 571 var 4.54 gms 20ram WHEREABOUTS UNKNOYflT 
notes fou-nd LINCOLNSHIRE. cf.Seabey C.& M.Bulletin. Nov.1971.-
A 1186 at £550. cf.RSR 50, RSR 74, RSR 75, RSR 76, RSR 82, 
~19, "35 f o r th i s use of E i n place of F i n the obverse 
legend; and -15. 
75) O) BIP.CARAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ROLIANO RENA ^  wolf r i g h t with twins. 
R.I.C. 572 corr. 2.76 gm 19mm B.M. 
notes obv. i s very similar to —50. 
74) O) IMP CARAVSIVS PE AG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ROMANO RENOV ~ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
R.I.C. 572 var. 5.56 gm 20 mm B.N. 9454 
notes OBV & REVsRSR 75 0 B V ^ i l 9 cf.RSR 50, RSR 72, 
RSR 75, RSR 76, RSR 82, -19/OV Obverse E & -15 & -55 
COH 500 Banduri op. c i t . p . l l 6 . 
75) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PE AG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ROMANO RENOV ~ ' wolf r i g h t with twins 
E.I.C. 572 var 3.30 gm 19 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & BEV=ESE 74 0BV=il9 cf. previous note 
f o r obverse E-
76) 0) IMP CASAVSIVS PE AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and 
draped 
E) E0J.1AN0 EENOV ~ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
E.I.C. 572 var. 4.17 gm 20 mm B.M. 
notes very similar style to -4 and -3 cf.previous' note f o r 
t h i s obverse E. 
77) 0) BSP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) EOIIANO EENOV ~ 
E.I.C. 572 4.57 gm 
notes OBV=ESE 67 
78) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
E) ROIUMO RENOV g ~ 
R.I.C. 572 3.39 gm 
79) 0) VIRTVS CAEAVSI 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
wolf r i g h t with twins. 
20 mm B.M. 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
wolf r i g h t and twins. 
20 mm ASmiOLEAN 
bust l e f t , helmeted with 
shield and spear, 
wolf r i g h t with tv/ins. E) • EOIMNO EENOV ^ 
R.I.C. 577 2.755 gms 19 X 18 mm HUNTSRIAN 
notes c f . Mon. B r i t . pLV, No.32, cf-Stulceley I I , p l . ^ 
No .9, P Carteret Webb {-* Hunter?) COH 301. 
80) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ROMEO RENOVA ~ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
R.I.C. 572 3.27 gm 18 mm ASmJOLEAN 
notes found RICHBOROUGH. ex Rolfe collection. cf.Coll. Ant V, 
2J2.S 
p i . X V I I , No.2. This reverse i s very similar to the RSR aureus. 
80a) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Wolf r i g h t v/ith twins. 
20 mm . LYON 
R) ROLIAiTO RENOVA ^ 
R.I.C. 753 5.6 gm 
notes = W 656 & p l - H No, 5. Feuardent, Paris 28,12,1891 
@ 500 f r . 
81) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS P AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped, 
rest unclear. 
R) ROI.MO [REN 0] VA -^g^ wolf r i g h t with twins. 
R.I.C. 574 5.68 gra 18 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf.W 652 "Ant. Rich; Num. Circ 4478" found 
RICHBOROUGH. 
82) 0) BiP CARAVSIVS PE AG 
R) ROMANO RENO ^ 
R.I.C. 575 corr. 
RSR 
5.8 gms 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped, 
rest unclear. 
wolf r i g h t with twins. 
18 mm ASHJ/IOLEAN 
notes f o r obverse E cf.RSR 50, RSR 72, RSR 74, RSR 75, RSR 76, 
-19, -55, -13. 
85) 0) B/IP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) ROME AET [ J RSR 
EIJC.5.79 corrected to 578. 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped, 
and cuirassed. 
Roma seated l e f t i n hexastyle 
temple. 
5.77 gm 22 X 19 mm B.M. 
notes cf.Mon. B r i t . pl-V No.54 which misreading led to W 658 
R.I.C. 579. cf.Occo p,428. Akerman 41. Stukeley, v o l - I I , p l - I I , 
No.10. Lord Pembroke. cf.Akerman Descr. Cat.II , p".158, No. 59: 
C.R.B. p.126, N0.4I. COH 504. 
84) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS P f J bust r i g h t , laureate, draped, 
rest unclear. 
E) TEIi5P0EfvM PELJ ^ Felicitas s t g . l e f t with baton 
and cornucopiae. 
E.I .C. 580 var. 2.77 gm 18 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf N.C. 1944, P-18, No.168. OBV=ESR 99=RSR 68 
85) 0) B!P CARAVSIVS PP A bust l e f t , laureate i n robes, 
with sceptre. 
R) VBERVTA AV woman milking cow r i g h t . 
R.I .C . 583 4.26 gm 19 X 18 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & EEV=ESE 86 OBV=ESE 8 9 = ^ EEV=E3R 87. 
COH 364. cf. VCH Lond I p. 127, Num.Joum I p.203. Coll. Ant. 
V, p. 134 No.9 probably th i s coin. Found LONDON + G.f. 1837 
p-267. 
86) 0) B'lP CARAVSIVS PF A bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
with sceptre. 
H) VBEEVTA AV . woman milking cow r i g h t 
E.I .C. 583 2.75 gm 19 X 17 mm HAGUE 10231 
notes OBV & REV = ESE 85 OBV^ESE 8 9 = ^ BEV^ESE 87. 
87) 0) BIP CAEAVSIVS PP bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
with globe. 
E) VBEEVTA AV = ^ woman milking cow r i g h t . 
E.I .C .— 5.78 gms 18 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf. Mon. B r i t . p i . V no,40.E; N.C. 1944, p.l8. No-I69 
p i . m . No. 12. OBV = ESE 88 EEV= RSR 85^RSR 86, ? COH 
365 + f i g . ? N.B. he gives wt as 6 gm saying "Denier et 
Demi", allegedly ROUEN hoard q.v. 
88) 0) B/LP CARAVSIVS PP bust l e f t , laureate i n robes. 
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R) VBERITAS AVG RSR 
R.I.C. 590 
with globe.. 
Fberitas stg,right with 
standard clasping hand of 
soldier s t g , l e f t with spear.* 
19 mm ROPEIT 
notes cf. Mon. B r i t . pl.V, Ho.37. OBV=.RSR 8? RE7=RSR 89 
f o r * rev. type, cf.EX. VEITI type. COH 367. From ROTJEtT hoard q.v. 
89) 0) B!P CARAVSfiVS PF A ] 
R) VBERITAS AVG RSR 
R.I.C. 589 3.465 gms 
bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
vath sceptre. 
TJberitas stg. r i g h t with 
•standard, clasping hand of 
soldier stg . l e f t with spear* 
18 mm HUTTinERIAN 
notes cf.Mon. B r i t . pl.V, F0.36 wrongly PFAVG. OBV = 
RSR 8 5 = ^ = RSR 86. REV=RSR 88. cf. Stukeley I I . p l . m 
No.l M.Duane (—• Hunter?) COH 368. 
90) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG 
R) VBERTA AVG ~ 
R.I.C. 585 3.7 gm 
Probably ROUEN hoard 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
v/oman milking cow r i g h t . 
18.5 mm ASHLIOLEAM 
notes cf.Mon. B r i t . pl.V, No.39. cf.JjOt 3486. Trau sale. 
Vienna 1935- COH 371-
91) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS F AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
l i o n walking l e f t , thunderbolt 
i n mouth. 
R.I.C. 591 var. 4.17 gm 20 mm B.N 9445 
notes COH 390. 
R) VIRTVS AVG ^ 
?2) 0) II\IP CAEAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VIETVS AVG ^  l i o n walking l e f t , thunderbolt 
i n mouth. 
R.I.e. 591 3.51 gm 20 1031 ASmfOLEAN 
95) 0) niP [CARAVSjiVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VIR[TVS AYG] g l i o n walking l e f t , thunderbolt 
i n mouth. 
R.I.C. '591' 2.80 gm 18 mm ASMOLEAM 
notes very worn with two holes. 0BV=RSR29. 
94) 0) Bff CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VOTVlil PUBLIC WL/TIS/XX/BIP i n a l t a r . 
R.I.C. 595/7 3.13 gm 20 X 18 mm 3.M. 
notes OBV & REV=RSR 95=RSR 96 OBV=the laureate bronze 
coin a t the Hunterian. 
95) . 0) BSP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VOmi PUBLIC g ~ m/TIS/XX/niP i n a l t a r . 
R.I.C. 595/7 4.247 gms 20 X 18 mm HUHTERIAN 
notes cf. Mpn. B r i t . pl.V No. 43. OBV & REV= RSH 94=RSR 96. 
0BV= laureate bronze i n the Hunterian. cf.Akerman Descr. 
Cat ,11, p.159, No.49; CRB p . l27, No,52. COH 4O9. 
96) 0) HIP CARAVSIVB. FF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
H) VOTVK PUBLIC ^ WL/TIS/XX/E.]P i n a l t a r 
R.I.C. 595/7 4.06 gra 21 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes OBV & REV== RSR 94=RSR 95 OBV^ laureate bronze i n the 
Hunterian. 
2.Z<i 
97) 0) Hff CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) VOOT PDBLICVM ~ 
R.I.C. 597 2.95 gm 
notes COH 410 M. 7/igan 
98) 0) niP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) VOTO PUBLICO ~ 
R.I.C. 595 3.65 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
IIVL/TIS/XX/BIP i n a l t a r . 
19 X 1 8 mm ASBIOLEAN 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
m / T I S XX/EaP i n a l t a r . 
1 8 mm ASHJilOLEAN 
notes cf. Stukeley I I , pi.XXIII No.2 Duke of Devon 
99) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) VOTO PVBLICO 
R.I.C. 595 3.72 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
IIVL/TIS/XX/irff i n a l t a r . 
18.5 mm ASHTJOLEAU 
notes OBV=RSR 68 = RSR 84 and i s very l i k e RSR 19. 
100) 0) DiiP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) VOTO PVBLICO ~ g 
R.I.C. 595 4.29gni 
notes COH 4O8 
101) 0) EilP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
m/TIS/XX/HJP i n a l t e r . 
20 X 1 8 ram B.M. 
R) VOTO L RSR 
R.I.C. 595 var. 
102) 0) BSP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) CvIOTO PVBLlfCO] ^ 
R.I.C. 596 3.751 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
Nlll/TIS/lXX/i/IP (s i c ) i n 
a l t a r . 
2.99gm 19 mm A.N.S. 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
MVL/TIS/XX/HiP i n wreath. 
1 8 mm HUNTERMN 
notes only the tops of exergual l e t t e r s v i s i b l e . Obverse 
i s similar to ^  1. 
103) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) VOTO PVBLICO ~ 
R.I.C. 596 
notes COH 407 
M ir r e g u l a r 
5.1 
bust r i g h t laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
IOTJ T I S XX niP i n wreath. 
19 mm B.I.I. 
1) 0) n\IP CllE A l l S l l l S PP l l l l G bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) IMP 111 1111 SIPC g|g Emperor r i d i n g l e f t . 
R.I.C.— 3.4 gra 20 mm B.M. 
notes The p o r t r a i t i s reasonable and the exergual l e t t e r s are 
clear despite the blundering of the main legends, cf .Stukeley 
I I p.188, No.53. Sir Hans Sloane. cf.Akerman. 
Descr. Cat. I I p.157, No.27 as LIB 111 111 SPPC: CRB 
p.125 "LIB SPPC". COH 138 "Leg? I l l SIPC" 
2) 0) IIiJP CARAVSIV AVC bust r i g h t , laiareate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VORIVIVA R+R wolf r i g h t with twins, 
long spindly legs. 
R.I.C. 594 corr. 3.OI4 gms - I9 x 18 HUNTERIAN 
notes cf Mon. B r i t . pl.V No-51. 
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g|g laureate bronze 
1) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed?. 
' R) FELICITAS ^ galley r i g h t , 
as R.I.C. 560 3.68 gm 18.5 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf. Num. Chron. I905 p l . ^ * ^ o.6_. OBV & REV = RSR 55 
i n s i l v e r , cf • Num. Circ. 1973 pp.330-332. 
2) 0) C ]SIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) LREj NOVAT ROfl.'EANOj wolf r i g h t with twins. 
cf R.I.C. 571 3.056 gms 20 X 19 mm HDNTERIAN 
notes 0BV=-RSR 94 = RSR 95 = RSR 96 i n s i l v e r . cf-Num. Circ. 
1975 pp.330-332,somewhat buckled. 
252 
or other marks. 
I t i s d i f f i c u l t to draw a hard and fast l i n e on one side of 
which are coins of perfect and uhinpeachable regularity with 
i r r e g u l a r copies on the other. There are no silv e r coins 
which are so very i r r e g u l a r , and, i n consequence, I have l i s t e d 
together a l l the coins which remain. 
1) O) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) ADVENTVS AVG Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , no captive. 
R.I.C. 707 5.66 gms 22 X 21 mm B.M. 
2) 0) BSP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) ADVENTVS AVG - Emperor r i d i n g r i g h t , one 
captive. 
R.I.C. 1068 2.69 gms 18 mm ASHiJOLEAI^  
notes cf Mon. B r i t , p i V, No 6: N.C. 1944, P 24, No 2137 & 
p i W , No 11 ; ex Lord Londesborough and Brumell c o i l ' s . 
Akerman Descr.Cat. I I p.155, No.l ; C.R.B. p a i 9 , No. 1 
COH 4. 
3) 0) IMP UARAVSIVS P AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ADVEC ] Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , one captive. 
R.I.C. 1067 cor. 3.46 gm 19 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & R E V — 4 reverse l e t t e r s are crude. 
4) 0) IMP CAEAVSIVS P AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
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R) ADVENTV Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , one captive 
R.I.C. 1067 corr. 3.73 gm 20 x 18 mm T?HEREABOUTS 
UNKNOWI'J 
notes OBV & HEV=. — 5 Ex. A Evans c o l l . c f . l o t 156 
Lockett Eng. I 1955 A.H.Baldwin, reverse l e t t e r s are crude. 
•COH 3 . M Wigan. 
5) 0) t ] AVSIVS PA bust r i g h t laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) ADVE [ J - ^ Emperor r i d i n g l e f t , no 
captive v i s i b l e . 
R.I.C. 707 var, 2.83 gm 18 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes very worn and cracked, ex Devonshire, Huxtable and 
Lewis.coil's, c f . l o t 267, Drabble Sale, Glendinnings 4/7/1939. 
6) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP A bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
with sceptre. 
R) CLARIT CARAVSI - bust of Sol r i g h t , radiate 
and draped. 
R.I.C. 542 3.88 gm 19 mm ASHfJOLEAN 
notes N.C. 1944 P.17 + p l . m • 9 "Marquis of Exeter I899 
R + F XXXV" OBVi= RSR 85^RSR 86=RSR 89. N.B. R.LC V^ p.509 
n . l "Sir John Evans attr i b u t e d the coin to this mint" despite 
the lack of exergual l e t t e r s . The die links prove him correct. 
7) 0) DIP CARAVSIVS P C AV bust r i g h t , laureate and draped. 
R) CONCORDIA COM MILI joined hands, (legend carries 
on in t o exergue) 
R.I.C. 3.47 gm 18 mm 7/HEREABOUTS UMNOWN 
notes written on the B.M. cast i s , "Williams" Sept 1968. The 
l e t t e r i n g i s s t i f f l y executed. 
8 ) O) n?P CARAVSIVS P AVG 
R) CONSER AV -
R.I.C. 709 cor. 3.01 
notes double struck 
9) 0) . IMP CAEAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) EXPET ] ~ 
R.I.C. 3.24 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate and draped. 
Neptune seated l e f t on rock 
holding anchor and triden t . 
20 mm B.M. 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
Britannia stg-right with 
wreath clasping hand of Emperor 
s t g . l e f t : a l t a r betv/een. 
17 X 16 mm PRIVATE COLLECTION 
._ 1 notes OBV':= — 33 and same reverse type 
10) 0) HdP CARAVSIVS PF A bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) [ JECTATI/E VENUES - Britannia stg, r i g h t with ensign, 
clasping hand of Emperor stg. 
l e f t with sceptre. 
R.I.C. 715 corr. 3.10 gra 1 8 ram BRUSSELS 
notes only traces of the la s t few l e t t e r s of the reverse are 
v i s i b l e . I n the middle of the reverse legend a flaw i n the 
f l a n , caused perhaps by a misstriking, complicates the reading, 
cf, Sandeman sale 1911. 
11) 0) no* CARAVSIVS P 1 AVG 
R) EXPECTATI VEN 
R.I.C..— 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Britannia r i g h t with ensign. 
Emperor l e f t vdth sceptre. 
19 mm B.M. 
notes a l l reverse E's are v/eakly formed. 
12) O) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) IXPICTATI VENIES Britannia r i g h t with ensign. 
Emperor l e f t with sceptre. 
R.I.C. 715 corr. 3.68 gm 20 mm B.M. 
notes COH I I 4 . "Cette nedaille semble etre une surface 
du revers EXPETATE VENI sur CONCORDIA MIL." 
13) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PE AG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PELICITA — galley l e f t . 
.R.I..C. 3.03 gm 17 ram • B.M. 
notes f o r obverse E cf.RSR 30, RSR 72, RSR 74» RSR 75, 
RSR 76, RSR 84, - 19, - 55. 
14) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) FL 1 VI AV ^ galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 1069/70 corr. 2.95 gm 19 nm B.M. 
notes The l e t t e r i n g i s not well formed. REV - 15. Webb 
i s confused by these tv/o coins and gives them as R.I.C. IO69 
R & F and R.I.C. IO7O ''v&me' respectively. 
15) 0) HT CARAVSIVS FF 1 bust.right, laureate draped. 
R) FL I VI AV ~ galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 1069/70 corr. 3-44 gm 18 mm B.LI. 
notes REV = - 14 q.v. COH IO5. 
16) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AV bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) Aiv Tl AV - galley r i g h t . 
R.I.C. 713 3.72 gm 19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
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notes the obverse i s good and the ship of reasonable style, 
obverse i s similar to ESR 21 
N.C. 1944, p.20, No.193. 
17) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF A 
cf.N.c. 1905 p i . II, No. 5; 
E) f F l J DE MI AV — 
R.I.C. 562 
bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
Fides and Emperor clasping 
hands, one standard. 
3.67 18.5 nmi ASHMOLBAI'T 
notes ex Huxtable and Warne c o i l ' s . cf.N.C. I905 p i . I I , No.4; 
1904, P-142, 1944, p.18, No .166. 
18) 0) niP CAEAVSIVS PI AV bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) PIDEM MILITVI/I NIT Aequitas s t g . l e f t with scales 
and cornucopiae. 
R.I.C. 711 cor. (+ pi.XVI, No. 7) 2.96 gm I9 mm B.IJ. 
notes the f i n a l two l e t t e r s of the reverse legend are far 
from certainly NN as only th e i r veiy bottoms remain, cf 
Stukeley v o l - I I , p i - I I , No. 4* c i t i n g Banduri and Genebrier. 
cf. Mion'^net 11 p.I66. Akerman Descr. Cat. I I , p.l56. No.17. 
CRB pl23, No.18. COH 78. Banduri op. c i t . p.ll6. 
19) 0) II.'IP CAEAVSIVS PF AG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
R) [F]ORTUNA AVG — 
and cuirassed. 
sm.all bust of Portuna r i g h t i n 
v/reath holding branch with 
flower behind. 
R.I.C. 565 cor 3.14 gras 18 ram B.N.945O 
notes OBV=ESR 75=RSR 74 REV= R.I.C. V pi.XVIII No. 5 
i n bronze, cf-Nura .Circ.1973, PP.530-332. This i s the piece 
2.11 
which prompted the ORIUNA question i n Stukeley's day, cf. 
W Stukeley, Medallic History of Carausius. 2 vols. London 
1757 and 1759, and the anonymous work believed to be by Stukeley, 
'A Dissertation upon Oriuna' London 1751- This has been 
commented on by a l l the subsequent authors keen, to point out 
Stukeley's error. cf.Akerman Descr. Cat. I I p . l57, No .30, 
CRB p.125, No.32. COH 86 "Buste laure a droite (Maximian 
Hercule?)" cf. Boon G.C'. 'Oriuna Again' Num. Circ. 1974» 
p, 428. 
20) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) MOMETA AVG ~ Moneta stg . l e f t with scales • 
and cornucopiae. 
R.I.C. 717 17 X 15 mm \7HEREAB0UTS UNmOM 
notes c f , l o t 565. Glendinnings 28.10.1971—* Spink. 
21) 0) DJP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) MONETA AVG - 7 - . Moneta stg l e f t with scales and 
cornucopiae. 
R.I.C. 1073 3.86 20 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes Webb gives his 1073, which must be t h i s coin, a provenance 
of RICHBOROUGH. I t probably came into Evans possession from 
the Rolfe collection. Coll. Ant. V pi.XVII No. 3 s Ant. Rich 
p i . V I , No.4. 
22) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
rest unclear. 
R) [MO] NE [T J A AVG Moneta s t g . l e f t with scales and 
coimucopiae. 
23& 
R.I.C. 717 19 X 18 mm SPINK 4/1974 @ £280 
notes obverse i s similar to RSR 65 and ESR 49. This coin i s 
very worn with the reverse heavily gouged. 
23) 0) IMP CAPJIVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate draped. 
R) MO[NEJTA AVG ~ 
R.I.C. 3.54 gm 
notes COH I 7 I . 
24) 0) niP CAPJVVSIVS PP AV 
Moneta s t g . l e f t with scales 
and cornucopiae. 
19 X 17 mm B.N. 9451 
R) MONETA AVG 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed 
Moneta s t g . l e f t with scales and 
cornucopiae. 
R.I.C. 717 cor. 4.23 gm 20 x 18 mm B.IJ. 
notes OBV=RSR 33=RSR 35-
25) 0) IMP CAPAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) [PAIX AVG — 
R.I.C. 719 
Pax s t g . l e f t with olive branch 
and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
3.395 gm 18 ram HUNTERIAN 
notes cf Mon. B r i t . pl.V, No-28. COH I90 cor? 
26) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and draped 
R) PAX AUG -
R.I.C. 719 3.59 gms 
Pax s t g . l e f t with olive branch 
and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
21 X 19 mm B.M. 
27) 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust l e f t , laureate, i n robes, 
with sceptre. 
E) PAX AVG Pax s t g . l e f t with olive branch 
and comuGopiae. 
23 ^  
R.I.C. 720 3.033 gms 20 mm HUNTERIAN 
notes cf.Mon. B r i t . pl.V, No.27, obverse i s the same as an 
antoninianus. cf-Stulceley I I , p i .VII, No .3' Dr. Mead (from 
ivhom Hunter bought i t ? ) . COH 221. 
28) 0) M P CARAVSIVS PF A bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG — Pax stg . l e f t with olive branch 
and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
R.I.C. 5.74 gm 21 mm B.M. 
notes The p o r t r a i t and the l e t t e r i n g are odd and the f l a n i s 
very large. 
29) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AUG bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) PRINCIPI IWEITT young soldier stg l e f t holding 
olive branch and sceptre. 
R.I.C. 721 (+ p l . m , No.9) 3.69 gm 19 mm B.M. 
cfAkermanDescr.Cat.il, p.158, No.32 : C.R.B. p . l25. No.34-
"This type applies to some Caesar or heir apparent and can have 
no-reference to Carausius." COH 249. 
.30) 0) IL'IP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) [TEMPDRJV!.! FELICT — Pelicitas stg. l e f t with globe 
and comuGopiae. 
R.I.C. 724 cor 3.187 gms 18 mm HUNTERIAN 
notes obverse i s very similar to RSR 73. cf.Mon. B r i t . pl.V, 
No. 3.5. 
31) 0) . nap CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) SHLVS AVG -i- Salus stg, l e f t with a short and a 
long ensign. 
R.I.C. 722 cor. 3.95 gm 19 nmi B.M. 
notes Montague Vogel c o l l . Hess Frankfurt 1930. 952. 
32) 0) B/IP CARAVSIVS PP AV bust r i g h t , laureate and 
draped. 
R) [SALV]S AVG |. j , Salus seated l e f t feeding 
serpent r i s i n g from a l t a r . 
R.I.C. 723 cor. 19-mm B.M. 
notes "said to have come from North Wales." OBV=RSR 8. 
The correct explanation of the exergual mark may only be guessed 
a t . Quite apart from any meaning less signs, the exergue could 
have contained l e t t e r s to make up the CXXl mark as on the 
antoniniani of R.I.C. 4OI type. I t i s also possible that the 
l e t t e r s were BR 1 as the p o r t r a i t of th i s coin i s similar to 
one of the BRl antoniniani, the l e t t e r forms are similar, the 
type used i s SALVS and the spacing of the l e t t e r s on the 
antoninianus i s BR 1 . 
35) 0) Bffl> CAPJLVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) VITO PAX AVG Pax or. Britannia stg.right 
with v/reath or patera, clasping 
hand of Emperor over a l t a r . 
R.I.C. 729 amplified. 2.71 gra 18 mm B.M. 
notes pierced, (not i n Stukeley pla t e ) . O B V — T h e 
reverse type i s the same as on -^S- c f Stukeley I I , pi.VI, 
No. 4, giving VICTORIA AVG Sir Hans Sloane. cf. Mon. B r i t . 
pl.V, No.45. Akerman C.R.B. 47- Akerman Descr. Cat I I , p.158, 
R) VICTORIA AVG 
R.I.C. 727 3.02 gm 
35) 0) B'lP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) VICTORIA AVG — 
No. 44: C.R.B. p.26, No.47- COH 4O6 "VLTORA AVG". 
34) 0) D.iP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with globe 
and spear crowned by Victory 
s t g . l e f t . 
18 mm B.M. 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
Emperor s t g . l e f t with globe 
and spear crowned by Victory 
s t g . l e f t . 
R.I.C. 727 4.54 gm 19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes cf.Mon. B r i t . pl.V, No.47, COH 375. 
36) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
rest unclear. 
R) [VIRTV s] AVGG — Jupiter stg.right holding 
sceptre, presenting thunderbolt 
to Hercules s t g . l e f t with 
club and l i o n skin. 
R.I.C. 1074 3.63 gras 18 mm B.M. 
notes This reverse obviously alludes to Diocletian and 
Maxiraian ending as i t does i n two Gs and depicting t h e i r personal 
deiti e s but no pa r a l l e l exists i n bronze to enable the whole 
legend to be known. The spacing suggests a short word of three 
or four l e t t e r s and i t may just be PAX. Each of these deities 
occurs separately on several reverses of Carausius. Early 
issues of Diocletian and liilaximian from Lugdunura ( i . e . Dio. 
R.I.C. V^ p. 229, Nos 93 f f and Max R.I.C. p.27, Nos.432 f f ) 
which are very similar or the same as regards type, suggest the 
legend should be VIRTVS AVGG. 
cf. Akerman Descr. Cat, H, p-155. No. 5; CRB p.120 No.5 
"This type appears to have been imitated from some of the 
numerous coins of Diocletian and his colleague Maximian, who, 
as i s well known, assumed the names of Jupiter and Hercules." 
COH 411. 
Bandiiri op. c i t . p l l 6 "Nummus exesus sed legendus ex typo 
videtur l o v i et Herculi Cons. Augg ". 
Obverse 
Facing l e f t 
BIP CARAVSIVS PP RSE 3? & RSR 88 =2 
BSF CAMVSIVS PP A HSR 85 & RSR 86 & RSR 89 
& i 6 • =4 
mP CARAVSIVS PP AVG I RSR 7 & RSR 25 & RSR 5"8^  = 3 
i T RSR 20 ) = 1 ir II 1 
I I I RSR 55 & RSR 54 j " ^  
1 — 2 7 ' I ^ ^  
VIRTVS CARAVSI RSR 79 ) = 1 
I I I I 
I I I I 
TOTAL 7 TOTAL 14 
Pacing Right 
CARAVSIVS PP AVG ~ r 1 * =1 
EIP CARAVSIVS AVG I RSR 1 ) = ^ • 
" " " n RSR 26 ! = ^ 
" " . " i n RSR 90 ) = 1 
HvlP CARAVSIVS P AVG RSR 91 =1 
BIP CARAVSIVS PA ~ 5 =1 
IMP CARAVSIVS P AV I RSR 44 ) = 1 
. .1 . I . I . .. H jlSR 81 
.1 I I " " m — 3 & — 4 
IMP CARAVSIVS P AVG ? RSR 8a 
" " " I I RSR 11 
" " " m — 8 
DIP CARAVSIVS EE AVG I RSR 30 
I I I I I I I I j i YtSR 72 
" " " " m RSR 74 & RSR 75 & ~ 
BIP CARAVSIVS PE AVG IV • RSR 76 ! = ^ 
" " " " V RSR 82 ! = ^  
" " " " vT —13 ) = 1 
& ~ 24 
" " m 35 ) = 1 
* W.B. This i s also a kno^vn gold die. 
ILIP CARAVSIVS PF • RSR 4I =1 
niP CARAVSIVS PPA T ~ 10 ) = 1 
" " " I I ~ 17 ! = ^ 
" " m — 28 ) = 1 
IMP CARAVSIVS PFAV I RSR 8 & ~ 32 ) =2 
" " " I I RSR 13 ) = 1 
I I I RSR 15 ) = 1 
IV RSR 21 ) = 1 
V RSR 28 ) = 1 
n RSR 33 & RSR 35 
= 5 
v n RSR 36 & RSR 37 ) = 2 
V I I I RSR 38 < " 
K RSR 40 ! = ^ 
X RSR 46 ! " ^ 
n RSR 59 ) = 1 
X I I RSR 75 ) = 1 
X I I I RSR 80a ) = 1 
XIV RSR 103 ) = 1 
XV 2 ) = 1 
XVI - i - 7 ) = 1 
1. 
16 { = 1 
XVII — 1 2 ) = 1 
XVIII 
IMP CARAVSIVS PP AV XIX 
XX 
IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG I 
I I 
I I I 
I x 
V 
I I 
v n 
v m 
IX 
23 
— 32 
1 
2 
3 
RSR 2 
RSR 4 
RSR 5 
RSR 6 & 
RSR 9 
RSR 10 
14 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG X 
I I n I I I I XI 
I I I . ,1 I , xiT 
RSR 12 
RSR 14 
RSR 16 & RSR 71 
X I I I RSR 17 
XIV RSR 18 
W RSR 19 
XVT RSR 22 & RSR 66 
XVI RSR 23 & RSR 24 
& RSR 69 
X m RSR 27 
XVn RSR 29 & RSR 93 
XVIII RSR 31 
XIX RSR 32 
XX RSR 43 
XXI RSR 45 
X m RSR 47 & RSR 48 
& RSR 52 
= 1 
= 1 
= 2 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 2 
= 3 
= 1 
= 2 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 3 
IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG XXIII RSR 49 & RSR 65 J =2 
" " " " XXIV HSR 50 S = ^  
" " " " ^ RSR 51 ) = 1 
" " " " XXVI HSR 55 ) = 1 
I I I I 
XXVII RSR 56 & RSR 57 ) =2 
XXVIII RSR 60 ) = 1 
XXIX RSR 62 ) " 
m RSR 63 & RSR 64 ) =2 
X m HSR 67 & RSR 77 1 =2 
XXXII RSR 68 & RSR 84 &) 
RSR 99 ! " 5 
XXXIII RSR 70 & RSR 70a J =2 
XXIV RSR 78 J " 
XXXV RSR 80 ) = 1 
XXm RSR 83 ) = 1 
XXXVII RSR 92 ) = 1 
XXXVIII RSR 94 & RSR 95 &) 
HSR 96 ) = 3 
XXXIX RSR 97 ) = 1 
XXXX RSR 98 < " ^ 
JOJ RSR 100 ) = 1 
XLII . RSR 101 ) = 1 
X L I I I RSR 102 ) = 1 
1 XLIV - 1 J " 
W - 9 & - 3 3 ) =2 
XLVI - 14 ) = 1 
XLVII i 20 ) = 1 
XLVIII - 21 . ) = 1 
I I If 
DIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG XLIX 
L 
H 
LTI 
L m 
LTV 
LV 
LVI 
LVII 
DSP CARAVSIVS PF 1 
IMP CARAVSIVS PF IN AVG 
BIP CARAVSIVS PI AV 
BiP CARAVSIVS PI AVG 
BlP C CARAVSIVS PF AV 
TOTAL 
i 2 2 
i 29 
l l 5 
ML 
i n 
RSR 61 
= 1 
) =1 
= 1 
107 TOTAL 13 
LEGENDS USED = 15 N.B. IMP CARAVSIVS PPAV 20 dies 24 coins 
N.B. IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 57 dies 77 coins 
Types and Dies. Reverses 
. 1 Coin Nos Fain Type Groups Coins per die 
COITSERVAT AVG laL 
VIRTVS IN I AVG - ~ 
' TOTAL 2 
1 (NB gold die) 
2 
TOTAL 2 
= 1 
= 1 
TOTAL 
CONCORDIA MILITVlv! -
c 
= 1 
LEG 111 1 ... 
PROVID AVG 
TOTAL 
1 
c 
Ic 
2 
5 
TOTAL 3 
= 1 
= 11 
TOTAL 3 
1 
RSE 
ADVEITTVS 1 
ADVMTVS AVG 1 RSRa 2 
ADVEI^ TVS AVG 1 RSRb 4 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 RSRc. 5 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 RSRd 6 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 RSRe 7 
ADVMTVS AVG 1 RSRf 8 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 RSRg 8a 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 SRs: 3 
ADVENTVS AVGG 1 RSR . 9 
CONCORDIA AVG 1 RSR 10 & 11 
CONCORDIA f.a. 1 RSRa 12 
CONCOPJ)IA m 1 RSRb 13 
CONCORDIA Ml 1 RSRc 26 
CONCORDIA ™ Rfea' 14 
CONCORDIA ^^^^^ n k b 15 
CONCORDIA MLITVlvr ^ 16 
CONCORDIA mumi 17 
CONCORDIA MLITM ^ I g ^ 18 
CONCORDIA miTVlT 19 
CONCORDIA me 20 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
CONCORDIA MILITVM 21 5 = 1 
CONCORDU MILITVII ^ ^ " 
CONCORDIA MTILTVli ^ 23 & 24 ) = 2 
CONCORDIA MILIT ^ (ensigr^ ] " 
CONCORD ... ^ 27 ) = 1 
CONSER A fik < = 1 
CONSER AVG ^ 29 ) = 1 
EXPECTATE VENI ' • ^° ' " 
EXPBCTATE VENI 51 ) ^ 
EXPECTATE VENI 52 & 58 ) = 2 
EXPECTATE VEI^ TI 35 & 35 ) = 2 
EXPECTATE VENI 34 ' } . = ^ 
EXPECTATS VENI 56 ^ = ^ 
EXPECTATE VENI 57 & 59 ) = 2 
EXPECTATI ^ ^ " 
EXPECTATE VENIES ^ 41 & 42 _ J = 2 
PEDES FJLITVl'I ^ 45 ' * = ^ 
FELICITA RSR ^ " 
FELICITAAV RSRa ^5 ) = ^ 
FELICITA AV sfev 46 ) = 1 RSRb 
1 
RSRa 47 & 48 & PELICITA AVG i „ „ , ) = 4 
51 & 52 j 
FELICITA AVG 49 j = ^ 
PELICITA AVG 50 ) = 1 
FELICITA AVG 55 & 54 ) = 2 
PELICITAS j " "^  
PELICITAS 
FELICITASAVG 5^ = 1 
PELICITAS AVG ' 59 _ ) ' = 1 
PIDES MLIT RSR ^° * = ^ 
FORTVNA AVG RSR " 
LEG 1111 PL 62 = 1 
ORIENS AVG ^ ^ 4^ = 2 
REJIOVA ROIMN ' ~ 65 ) = 1 
noil 
RENOVAT ROM ^ 66 ) = 1 
REITOVAT ROLIAN ^ "^^  ) " 
REITOVAT ROMANO - 6 8 ) = 1 
RENOVAT ROLMO ~ b ' 6 9 ) = 1 
RENOVAT WimO 70 & 70a ) = 2 
REtlOVAT ROilAiro ~ d 71 ) = 1 
RENOVAT ROMANO ~ e 72 ' ) = 1 
ROMANO RENA RSR "^^ ^ " 
ROMANO EENOV ~ a 74 & 75 ) = 2 
R01!iAITO RENOV ~ b 76 j = 1 
Kbit < 
ROliAlTO EENOV 77 ) ' = 1 
Kbit • 
ROMANO RENOV d 78 ) = 1 
Kbit ' 
ROmiO RENOV 79 ) = 1 
ROMAITO RENOVA 80 ) = 1 
ROIIANO RENOVA ^ b 80a ) = 1 
ROMANO RENOVA 81 ) = 1 BXR 
ROMANO RENO ~ 82 _ _ j = 1 
ROME BET RSH " 
IWOH... RSR ®^ " •'• 
VBERVTA AV ^ 85 & 86 & BTI = 3 
VBERITAS AVG 88 & 89 ) = 2 RSR 
VBERTA AVG ^ ^° ^ " 
2Sl 
VIRTVS AVG 1 RSR®" 91 
VIRTVS AVG 1 X, RSR 92 
VIRTVS AVG 1 RSR° 93 
YGWhl PUBLIC 1 RSR 94 & 95 & 96 
VOTVil PUBLICrai 1 RSR 97 
VOTO PVBLICO . 1 RSR^  98 
VOTO PVBLICO 1 V RSR • 99 
VOTO PVBLICO 1 RSR° 100 
VOTO ... 1 RSR 101 
VOTO PVBLICO ^gj^ T/reath a 102 
VOTO PVBLICO 1 RSR 2" h . 103 
TOTAL 88 TOTAL 15 
(5 
etc 
ADVEITTVS AVG 1 1 
ADVENTVS AVG 1 2 
ADVEINTTV 
1 3 & 4 
A D V E . . . 
1 5 
CLARIT .CARAVSI 1 6 
CONCORDIA COffiULI . 7 
CONSERAV 1 8 
EXPE... 1 9 
EXPECTATA/E VEI-.TES — 10 
E X F E C T A T I YES 
1 11 
IXPICTA TI VANIES ~ 12 
FELICITA 1 13 
PL 1 VI AV 1 m 14 & 15 
A H T T I V 
1 16 
= 2 
= 1 
TOTAL 106 
J 
1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 2 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
= 1 
T5T 
PIDEMIAV 
PIDEMMILITVM... 
FORTVNA AVG 
MONETA AVG 
MONETA AVG 
MONETA AVG 
MONETA AVG • 
MONETA AVG 
PAX AVG 
PAX AVG 
PAX AVG 
PAX AVG 
PRINCIPIIWENT 
TEMPORViJ PELICT 
SALVS AVG 
SALVS AVG 
VLTOPAX AVG 
VICTORIA AVG 
VICTORIA AVG 
VIRTVS AVGG 
17 
18 J 
19 
a 20 ~] 
b 21 ) \ 
c 22 ) ) 
) 
d 23 
e 24 J _ ) 
a 25 1 
b 26 
c 28 
^ornucopiae 27 
29 
30 
• S.stg 31 
Y S.seated 32 
33 
-a 34 
-b 35 
36 
TOTAL 34 TOTAL 16 TOTAL 36 
(5 'BIG' GROUPS = 23) 
Main-types found i n RSR and not i n - etc. 
LEG 1111 PL 
ORIENS AVG 
EENOVAT ROMA 
ROME AET 
VBERITAS AVG 
VIRTVS AVG 
VOTVM PVBLICVM 
1 coin 
3 coins 
19 coins 
1 coin 
6 coins 
3 coins 
10 coins 
1 die 
2 dies 
18 dies 
1 die 
3 dies 
3 dies » 
8 dies 
Main-types found i n — ^ etc and not i n 
CLARIT CARAVSI 1 coin 1 dies 
MONETA AVG 5 coins 5 dies 
PAX AVG 4 coins 4 dies 
PRINCIPI IWENT 1 coin 1 die 
SALVS AVG 2 coins 2 dies 
VICTORIA AVG 2 coins 2 dies 
( VIRTVS AVGG 1 coin 1 die * ) 
* Even taking 36 as VIRTVS AVGG provides no close 
counterpart as the ^ pe i s very di f f e r e n t and presumably 
derivative to a greater degree. 
Vfeights (* si g n i f i e s a coin damaged to a significant extent). 
1 
c 
1 
RSR 
1 = 3.83 2 = 3.85 gm 
1 = 4.06 gm 2 = 9 5 = 4.17 gm 
1) 2) = 2.6lgm 5) = 2.37gin * 4) = 5.75 gm 
5) - 9 6) = 3.07gm * 7) = 4.50gm 8) = 5.50 gm 
9) = 4.79gm 10) = 2.52gra 11) = 2.98gm 12) = 5.88 gm 
15) = 5.69gni 14) = 5.22gm 15) = 5.40gni 16) =. 4.61 gm 
17) = •? 18)^ = 2.55gm 19) = 5.42gm 20) = 5.89 gm 
21) = 4.17gm 22) = ? 25) = 4.40gm 24) = ? 
25) = 4.46gm 26) = 3.57gGi 27). = 5.54gm 28) = 5.54gm 
29) = 4.65 gm 50) = 4.65gni 51) = 2.57gm 52) = ? 
55) = 4.65gm 54) = 2.96gm 55) = 4.67gm 56) = 2.67gm 
57) = 5.08gm 58) = 9 59) = 4.24gm 40) = ? 
RSR ^^ ^^ "^  
41) = 3.09gin 42) = 3.59gm 43) = 2.62gm 44) ? 
45) = 3.94gm 46) = 2.79gm 47) = ? 48) = 4.35gm 
49) = 4.55gm 50) = 4.14gm 5l) = 5.6lgiii 52) = 2.76gin 
53) = 4.19gm 54) = 3.82gm 55) = 3.69gm 56) = 4.41gm 
57) = 4.17gm 58) = 5.69gm 59) ? 60) = 3.19gm 
61) = 4.67gm 62) = 4.05gni 63) = 4.34gin 64) = 3.40gm 
65) = ? 66) = 4.02gm 67) = 4.62gni 68) = 4.58gm 
69) = 4.15gin 70) = 2.00gm* 71) ? 72) = 4.54gm 
73) = 2.76gm 74) = 3.36gm 75) = 3.30gm 76) = 4.17gni 
77) = 4.57gm 78) = 3.59gni 79) = 2.70gm 80) = 3.27gm 
81) = 3.68gm 82) = 3.80gm 83) = 3-77 gm 84) = 2.77gm 
85) = 4.26gm 86) = 2.75gm 87) = 3.78gm 88) ? 
89) = 3.47gni 90) = 3.70gm 91) = 4.17gin 92) = 3.31gm 
95) = 2.80gm 94) = 5.15gni 95) = 4.25gm 96) = 4.06gm 
97) = 2.95gni 98) = 5.65gni 99) = 5.72gm lOO) = 4.29gra 
101) = 2.99gm 102) = 5.75gm I05) = 5.10gm 
PLUS 80a)= 3.60gin 70a)= 2.36gQ 8a)= 3.30gm 
'irregular' l ) .= 3'46m 'Irregular' 2) = 3.01gm 
NB laureate bronze l ) = 3.68gm 2) = 3.06gm ~~" KbK 
1 etc 
1) = 5«66gra . 2) = 2.69gm 5) = 5.46gm 4) = 5.75gm 
5) = 2.85gm 6) = 5.86gm 7) = 5.47gm 8) = 5.01gm 
9) = 5.25gm 10) = 5.10gm 11) = •? 12) = 5.68gm 
15) = 5.02gni 14) = 2.95gm 15) = 3.44gm 16.) = 5.72gm 
17) = 5.67gEi 18) = 2.96gm 19) = 5.14g-ffl * 20) = ? 
21) = 5.86gm 22) 25) = 5.54gni 24) = 4.25gm 
etc contd 
25) = 5.40gm 26) = 5.59gin 27) = 5.05gm 28) = 5.74gm 
29) .= 5.69gm 50) = 5.19gm 31) = 5.95gm 52) = ? 
55) = 2.71gm 54) = 3.02gm 55) = 4.54gm 56) = 5.63gm 
MAXJVT- MINJ7T. AVERAGE 7/ITHIN ± .5gm 
1 5.69gm 2.36gm(2.0*) 5.65gm 56 (40?5) 
RSR 
5.74gm . 2.69gm 5.51gm 25 (74/0 
ZS-L 
Incorrectly reported denarii 
Denarii ofCarausius are mentioned i n many numismatic vrorks from 
the seventeenth century onv/ards but i n many cases the information 
i s unreliable or patently erroneous. Wliat i s almost certainly 
RSR 85 i s given by Occo and I€L2 i s given by Cooke. 
Stulceley l i s t s the gold and s i l v e r at the end of the second 
volume of his Medallic History but the l i s t i s f u l l of errors 
and inconsistencies. Many of his so-called s i l v e r coins are 
clea r l y antoniniani which presumably had su f f i c i e n t s i l v e r i n g 
l e f t to cause the confusion. These silvered antoniniani 
occur i n various accounts as radiate denarii, but must be taken 
f o r what they r e a l l y are. There are some allegedly s i l v e r 
coins i n the Medallic History, with laureate busts and hence 
not obviously base metal, which can no longer be traced. 
MEDALLIC HISTORY VOL I I 
ILLUSTRATED . 
Plate I No.8 O) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) LEG V AVG — 
Plate I No .9 0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) LEG V I I I ... BT - g -
Plate I I I No.1 
O) IMP OARAVSIVS PP AVG 
R) PELICITA AVG 
Plate No .7 
0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
bust r i g h t , laureate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
b u l l stg.right, 
bust r i g h t , laureate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
ram stg.right. 
bust l e f t , laureate 
i n robes, with sceptre, 
galley l e f t . 
bust r i g h t , laureate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
^s•7 
R) VICTORIA Victory stg,right with wreath. 
Plate ^  No .10 
0) BEP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
R ) VBERTAS AVG ^ Woman milking cow l e f t . 
Plate mi. No. 5 
0) BIP C CARAVSIVS P AV bust r i g h t , laureate 
draped and cuirassed. 
R) LAETITIA AVG ^  galley r i g h t . 
NOT ILLUSTRATED 
R ) DL4M - bord Pembroke 
R ) lOVI ET HERCULI CONS AVGG Banduri 
R ) ROM - Banduri 
R ) AMOR l i t e r i a reversis - Sir Andrew Fountain. 
I5any of these seem suspicious and are probably misdescriptions 
of one sort or another. Mionnet and Akerman^^ perpetuate 
some of these inaccuracies and the antoninianus which 
S^ukeley shovrs on plate }QCIII No. 8, and refeisto as a "silver 
coin i n the French royal collection, becomes a 'pe t i t 
medaillon d'argent.' Cohen^^ i s a more accurate scholar and 
his number ten may be worthy of note. 
0) BIP CARAVSIVS PF AVIG bust r i g h t , laureate 
and draped. 
R) . . . N ^ G 'Adventus barbare' 
'Vente Moustier.' 
This may jus t be one of the known pieces misdescribed, but 
Webb accepts i t and i t has become R.I.C. 559- The R.I.C. 
l i s t i n g i t s e l f i s f u l l of errors and inconsistencies most of 
v/hich have already been pointed out. I n addition, no 
specimen of, or explanation f o r , R.I.C. 725 (ascribed to the 
Hunter cabinet but not there now), R.I.C. 1071, ('Lavrrence') 
or R.I.C. 1072 (teference wanting')* has come to l i g h t . 
As well as the various attempted l i s t i n g s of the coins there 
are the e a r l i e r isolated mentions of chance finds which 
occasionally mention a Carausian denarius. The same problems 
apply to these and silvered antoniniani are misdescribed as 
1 7 
denarii. Stukeley, f o r example, writes i n his diary of 
7.2 1754 that a present of coins of Carausius had arrived and 
of the sender, 'He sold a s i l v e r one, Concordia Militum, to 
Mr Cartaret Webb, a l l found at Colchester by Corbridge, 
Northumberland'. This i s , therefore, another provenanced 
coin, assuming i t i s not a misdescribed antoninianus. 
Cartaret Webb had several denarii of Carausius, which he 
seems to have sold to Hunter, so perhaps this Corbridge 
coin i s RSR 18, or one of the others. This i s a l l so 
uncertain that such a piece as thi s has been ignored i n the 
s t a t i s t i c s though mentioned on the d i s t r i b u t i o n map. A 
18 
further such example i s the coin described by Lee from 
Caerleon 'silver of Carausius with the emperor on 
horseback.... the excellence of execution.' The only known 
coin which could f i t t h i s description i s RSR 1. which this 
may be, but there i s no certainty. 
COM-IENTARY 
1 19 That the mint of the RSR and coins v/as the same i s 
proved by the obverse die links between the two groups. 
confirming what had hitherto been strongly suggested by the 
s t y l i s t i c s i m i l a r i t y between some of the coins. More s i l v e r 
coins have been found at Richborough than anywhere else but 
t h i s i s f a r from s u f f i c i e n t reason to locate their mint there 
as many have done. More coins of Carausius generally have 
come from Richborough than elsewhere, excluding hoards, so 
the sample i s out of proportion taken simply as a number. 
That four have come from London (separately as opposed to 
together i n a hoard as at Wroxeter) i s more sign i f i c a n t . I t 
20 
has been observed that there i s considerable s t y l i s t i c 
s i m i l a r i t y between many of the s i l v e r coins and those i n base 
metal struck at London. Some of the denarii also seem 
certainly from dies cut by the same hand that produced those 
f o r the unmarked aurei. There i s the further evidence that 
the RSR aureus provides. As a gold coin i t seems certain to 
have been struck at London, the principal c i t y , so the RSR 
coins i n general must have been struck there; and hence, 
because of the die l i n k i n g (both between meurked and tmmarked 
s i l v e r and that between the RSR aureus i t s e l f and an unmarked 
21 
antoninianus) the unmarked coins were also struck there. 
The small number of denarii which has survived seems to indicate 
22 
that they were never very p l e n t i f u l . I t may be, as Callu 
suggest^ that they were the inspiration behind Diocletian's 
introduction of the argenteus. They were never as p l e n t i f u l as the 
argenteus, even allowing f o r the r e l a t i v e limitations of Carausius' 
reign, otherwise more would have survived. There are die l i n k s but 
not so many as to suggest a freakishly high survival rate from a very 
small o r i g i n a l issue such as the Rouen gold clearly was. The issue 
2L66 
appears as rather special, of a few basic type groups struck 
i n no great numbers, but not so circumscribed as to suggest 
these were medallions of some kind rather than coins. • 
Michael Grant suggests that the denarii might be a gesture 
of Carausius on his accession. This makes rather more sense 
than his other suggestion, that they were i n commemoration of 
the sesquicentenary of Antonys Pius I Webb^^ sugge'sts that 
these coins were early products of the London mint v/hich were 
not struck a f t e r about 289. He r i g h t l y points out that any 
argument that t h i s cessation was due to the drying up of 
supplies of metal i n an island, ' t o t metallorum fluens rivis,'25 
i s not convincing. His ov/n suggestion, however, that Carausius 
was pandering to the practise of his vrould-be fratres seems 
ii 
equally unconvincing. As a usurper, dependent f o r survival on 
the support of his troops, Carausius motives f o r coining must 
have been primarily m i l i t a r y rather than those connected with 
trade and commerce. Mattingly saw trade and commerce as a 
si g n i f i c a n t factor, i n the production of these s i l v e r coins 
which, 'suggests his (Carausius') desire to equip B r i t a i n 
with a trading medium suitable f o r commerce with the Low Countries, 
either as a means of r e l i e v i n g her is o l a t i o n from Rome, or 
because the Low Countries enjoyed particular commercial 
prosperity at that time.' These factors cannot' have been i n 
the forefront of Carausius' mind i n the early days of his reign 
when these s i l v e r coins were issued. His troops would be 
impressed by pay and donatives i n coin of a quality they had 
not been used to. This v/ould presumably have been done with 
gold coin had there been s u f f i c i e n t of that metal available, 
and i n a sense the comparative abundance of si l v e r i n B r i t a i n 
means this issue of denarii was something of a substitute f o r 
one of aurei, which Carausius struck i n very meagre numbers. 
The increased s t a b i l i t y of his regime and the improvement 
i n the standard of the antoninianus vrould have enabled Carausius 
to f e e l j u s t i f i e d i n stopping the issue of denarii a f t e r a 
f a i r l y short time. 
Apart from early i n Carausius reign the other l i k e l y time f o r 
the issue of a special, s i l v e r coinage would be soon a f t e r 
the success against Maximian i n 289, either because of that 
or because of that and the celebration of the quinquennium 
i n 290/291. Various factors point to a date early i n the 
. reign; only one against.ML 1 i s from the same dies as an 
aureus which means i t was struck late i n the reign but by i t s 
very nature i t i s an exceptional piece. There remains, however, 
the marked s i m i l a r i t y between a number of the s i l v e r coins and 
the unmarked aurei. The same hand must have made the dies, 
and th i s would suggest contemporaneity. One of the aurei has 
26 
TOT V i n the exergue v/hile another has MLT X on the strength 
27 
of which Carson dates them to the time of Carausius 
quinquennium. One of them has the extra C i n the obverse 
legend; the other does not, so Carson also dates Carausius' 
assumption of the t i t l e Caesar to his quinquennium. That the 
extra C i s generally found only on l a t e r coins i s true but 
there i s a f a i r number of exceptions to t h i s . These usually 
take the form of the extra C occuring on an early coin rather 
than vice versa which i s to be expected i n an improving coinage 
with so many predecessors and contemporaries using the extra C. 
I n s i l v e r there i s only RSR 6 l . As far as the extra C i s 
concerned, i t may be possible to push the date of the aureus 
R.I.C.4 back to f i t these coins into a pattern of donatives 
from the f i r s t years of the reign. The medallions also may 
28 
be f i t t e d into such a pattern. 
The die l i n k i n g and s t y l i s t i c s i m i l a r i t y betv/een the 
coins and RSR coins show not only that they were issued from 
the same place but also that they were issued at the same 
time. The most l i k e l y arrangement would be to place the 
coins f i r s t , followed soon aft e r by a larger and better RSR 
issue once the mint was better organised. The legends 
29 
support t h i s view. I have suggested elsewhere that the 
Expectate and Adventus legends could v/ell refer to Carausius' 
effe c t i n g some sort of a return to Gaul i n 289 af t e r some years 
absence. Since then I have f e l t i t necessary to abandon such 
a view as the Gallic t e r r i t o r y never seems to have been a 
very s i g n i f i c a n t part of Carausius' domain, i f the pathetic 
number of his coins found there are any indication. Adventus 
would not be very suitable as a type on coins intended f o r an 
invading force; Profectio would perhaps be better. I n any 
case no coin of either type has even been found i n France 
which i s remarkable i f they refer to his a r r i v a l there. 
Webb makes too much of the fact that the early-sounding 
legends such as Adventus and Expectate occur on well executed 
pieces which cannot have been struck at the very beginning 
of the reign. Some delay between the act of usurpation and 
the production of such a series of coins v/ould seem inevitable 
rather than impossible. I t need not have been long but i t 
V70uld have taken some time f o r Carausius to become established 
and organise his mint before, feeling confident i n his 
position, he issued the s i l v e r series to reward the men who 
had put him v/here he vras. I t may be that there was something 
of a s h i f t of emphasis during the time s i l v e r coins vere 
issued. Moneta and Pax types are the commonest i n the 
group but do not occur i n the RSR g r o u p . P e r h a p s 
Carausius' f i r s t concern was to promote the propaganda of 
peace and payment but these types may simply r e f l e c t prevalent 
antoninianus types before the more specific announcement of 
Carausius advent follows on very quickly. The theme of 
many of the RSR coins i s that Carausius has arrived i n 
pov^er; Adventus Aug, Expectate Veni; thanks to his f l e e t ; 
F e l i c i t a s Aug; that he hoped to remain there f o r a long time; 
Voto Publico Multis XX Imp; and was confident of doing so 
thanks to the support of his men; Concordia Mlitum. The 
only other major reverse used on these coins i s an early 
assertion of Carausius leaning towards, rather than severing 
himself from, the traditions of Rome and things Roman. The 
wolf and twins reverse i n microcosm belies any grandiose 
romantic notions of nationalism which have, i n the past 
been att r i b u t e d to Carausius, and form a natural precursor 
to the l a t e r f r a t e r n a l issues. 
The weights of the denarii vary considerably but the average 
figures suggests a standard rather higher than that used by 
Diocletian f o r the argentei. Carausius' gold was issued at 
a lower v/eight than contemporary tetrarchic pieces and i f 
there was a fixed r a t i o between the gold and s i l v e r , as 
opposed .to one which fluctuated v/ith the price of b u l l i o n 
32 
metal, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to calculate. T a r r i f i n g i s discussed 
more f u l l y elsewhere, but some simple calculations at this 
juncture o f f e r a guideline as to what seems to have been the 
case. The weight of Carausius' aurei i s indicative of a 
standard of seventy to the pound; that abandoned by 
Diocletian about the time of Carausius' usurpation; or 
possibly seventy two to the pound. West comments^^ that 
i t was, 'badly adhered to' but that does not matter f o r our 
purposes. The average weight of the s i l v e r coins i s 
indicative of a standard of eighty four as opposed to that 
of ninety six to the pound adopted by Diocletian f o r his 
argentei. Calculation shows that within acceptable margins 
of error or f l u c t u a t i o n , these figures balance out. 
EXAMPLE OME 
1 aureus = 25 s i l v e r coins : constant. 
Diocletian @ 60 /A/per l b . 1 A' = 25 Ar 
Carausius (a)@ 70/(/per l b . 1/V = 25 x ^ x || = 25.5 
Carausius (b)© 72/• per l b . 1 = 24 x ^ x || =25. 
The number of s i l v e r coins struck from a pound of s i l v e r does 
seem to be i n direct proportion to the number of gold coins 
struck from a pound of gold. Carausius was s t r i k i n g heavier 
s i l v e r and l i g h t e r gold than his contemporaries yet a 
notional balance i s preserved. These figures tend to 
suggest the Carausian standard was seventy gold coins to 
the pound, badly adhered to as i t may be. This would have 
come naturally from the early Diocletianic gold whereas i t 
i s indefensible to accept the less convincing figure of 
seventy two i n order simply to credit Carausius with another 
innovation, namely the standard which came later to be used 
"for s o l i d i . 
Tlie question of d i s t r i b u t i o n i s fraught with d i f f i c u l t y . 
So few of the coins are provenanced that v/hile a f i f t h i s 
probably a s u f f i c i e n t proportion to give a useful pointer 
i t i s f a r from s u f f i c i e n t on which to base any f i r m 
conclusions. Very few denarii have been found i n hoards 
and i n t h i s respect they are akin to the gold, f o r which, 
as has been seen, they seem to have been something of a 
s u b s t i t u t e . I n general terms the d i s t r i b u t i o n pattern i s 
also similar to that of the fev/ provenanced aiu-ei; coins 
coming largely from the south east of England or the area 
around south Wales. Indeed, on a more general basis s t i l l 
t h i s i s simply the picture presented by the d i s t r i b u t i o n of 
the hoards, save that they spread further north. Such a 
d i s t r i b u t i o n i s wholly consistent with the issue .being 
completely the product of the London mint. 
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9) cf. Shiel, N. The Copper Denarii of Carausius. Num.Circ. 
1973, PP.330-332. 
10) R.I.C. 272-3 
11) R.C.A.M. V I I I (London), I928, pp,. I87 f f . 
12) De Caes. 29.41. NB. As long ago as I78I Cooke (The 
Medallic History of Imperial Rome. London, Vol I I , pp.-455 ff.) 
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13) Occo, A. Imperatorum Romanorum Nvmiismata, Milan, 1683, P 428 
14) Cooke, W. The Medallic History of Imperial Rome. London, 
1781, v o l I I , f i g . LIX 
15) Mionnet, T.E. De l a r a r e t ^ etc. 1827, vol.11; Akerman, J.Y. 
Descriptive Catalogue.... I834, C.R.B. I844 
16) Cohen, H . Moanaies sous 1'Empire Romain, Zed. I888, v o l . V I I I 
17) Letters and Diaries, I I I p.139 
18) Lee, J, Isca Silurum London, 1862 
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19) Carson, R.A.G. Mints. Dies and Currency, p.65; R.I.C. V 
p.509 n.L, c i t i n g Sir John Evans. 
20) e.g. R.I.C. V^. p. 434 
21) v . i . on legionary coins f o r further evidence of t h i s . 
22) Callu, J.P. La Politique Monetaire Des Empereurs Romaines 
de 238 a 311, Paris, I96I , pp.356 f f . 
23) Grant, M. Roman Anniversary Issues. Cambridge, 1950, 
pp. 143-148. 
24) R.I.C. v2 pp.434, 436-7. 
25) Pan. Lat. W, 11. 1 cf. also N^ C. 5th ser.vol. H I , 1923.. 
proc. p, 12, where Mattingly suggests that t h i s may have 
been the b u i l d up to the B r i t i s h accmulation of sil v e r 
which reached i t s zenith i n the fourth century. 
26) .R.I.C. 3 and 4 respectively. 
27) Mints. Dies and Currency, pp.57 f f -
28) Carson, R.A.G. ,B.M.Q.. vol.XXXVII, No-1-2. KB. the further 
evidence of these medallions, t h e i r style and types, f o r 
the — ^ and RSR coins coming from the same mint. 
29) Proc. of the V e r g i l Society No X I I , pp.51-53 
30) R.I.C. V2 PR 439-40 • 
31) Obverse l i n k s shov/ that even types not represented i n both 
— ^ and RSR groups were nearly contemporaneous. 
32) of Callu, J.P. ' La Politique Monetaire...' PPN356 f f ; 
West, L.C. Gold and Silver Coin Standards i n the Roman 
Empire. H.N.M. 94 pp.l83ff; Sperber D. Denarii and 
Aurei i n the time of Diocletian, J.R.S. LVl I966, pp.190 f f . 
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33) op.cit. p, 90 
34) cf. Callu op.cit. p 362 
35) cf. Callu op.cit. p 357 
36) cfp Isaac, P.J. Survey of Roman Gold Map 3, showing only 
three hoards from the time of the Severi to Constantine I 
that contained gold. 
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Chapter Five 
Gold Coins, and Medallions 
Carausius Gold Coins 
Only a very small number of gold coins of Carausius has survived. 
These extant coins f a l l c learly i n t o three d i s t i n c t groups. I t 
i s thus most probable that with such a small survival rate i n each 
case, gold coins were never a basic part of Carausius' coinage. 
Such a survival rate shows that .each group was an issue of lim i t e d 
size produced f o r a specific occasion. The coins are simply 
arranged i n alphabetical order of reverse within each of the groups 
which are themselves' given i n what seems to be th e i r correct 
chronological sequence. 
The Coins 
Group One; RSR & 
1) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG y Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 3 4.14 gm 21 X 19 nmi CIRENCESTER 
notes N.C. 4th ser. vol I I 1902 pp. 559-60 and pi, m No,8. 
This coin vaS' found at CIRENCESTJiitt 
2) 0) IMP C;..CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG ^ Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 4 4.52 gm 21 X 20 mm ASfflJOLEAN 
notes NC 3rd ser. vol VI 1886 pp. 273 f f ; Haverfield F 
' M i l i t a r y Aspects of Roman Wales' London 1910, p.107; N C 
6th ser vol.IV, 1944 p.11; Archaeological Newsletter, vol.11. 
No. 11 A p r i l 1950. This coin was found near NEATH i n Glamorgan. 
5) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX CASAVSI AVG — Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 5 4.35 gm 20 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes . . NC 4th ser. v o l . n , 1902 p.360. No. 20 & pl.XIX; 
Johnson J 'The Book of Silchester' vol.11 I924 pp.628-9. 
Ponnerly i n the collections of Cox Mortimer, Sir John Evans 
(Geneva 1922. l o t I66 - 430O Pr.S) and Lockett (English I , 
6.6,35' l o t 152 > Baldwin). This coin was found at SILCHESTER 
i n 1896. 
4) 0) VIRTVS CARAVSI bust l e f t , helmeted, with spear 
and shield. 
R) ROMANO RENOVA ^  Wolf r i g h t , with twins. 
RIC 534 4.33 gm . 20 mm B^. 
notes Banduri D.A. 'Numismata Imperatorum Romanorum' Paris 1716, 
pp.116 f f . given as 'Fontaine'; Stukeley, Med History I I , p.186 
& p i . I I , No. 9 given as i n the cabinet of Lord Pembroke; Mon. Hist. 
B r i t . pl.V, No.1, Lord Pembroke. This aureus shares i t s obverse 
die w i t h an antoninianus from the L i t t l e Orme's Head hoard. No. 
97a, RIC 863 var, now i n DM t r ^ two i n the B.M. cf N.C. 6th 
ser. v o l - m , 1956, pp.238 and 245. 
GrouE_T2o: ^ 
1) 0) CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) CONSERVAT AVG ^ Jupiter standing l e f t with 
sceptre and thunderbolt, eagle 
at foot. 
RIC 1 4.31 gm 19 mm B.M 
notes There i s a denarius i n the Ashmolean museum from the same 
dies as t h i s coin. 
2) 0) CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) CONSERVATORI AVGGG ~ -
RIC 2 4'56 gm 
bust r i ^ t , laureate and cuirassed. 
Heracles standing r i g h t i n lion's 
skin; quiver on shoulder, 
r i g h t hand resting on club, 
l e f t hand holding bow. 
20 X 18 mm HDKTERIAN 
notes OBV & REV = No 3, OBV= No 4 
3) 0) CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) CONSERVATORI AVGGG ^ 
RIC 2 4.28 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate and cuirassed. 
Heracles standing r i g h t i n lion's 
skin; quiver on shoulder, 
r i g h t hand resting on club, 
l e f t hand holding bow. 
18 mm B.M. 
notes OBV & REV=No 2; OBVt= No 4. Stukeley. Letters and 
Diaries, n , p.6; Med. Hist. 11 p.185 and pl.XXIII No.l; V.C.H 
Berks, p.214. .This coin was found near NEWBURY and was formerly i n ' 
the possession of the Duke of Devonshire. 
4) 0) CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust r i g h t , laureate and cuirassed. 
Salus standing r i g h t feeding from 
l e f t hand a serpent held i n ams. 
r 
RIC 6 4.33 gm 19 mm . A.N.S. 
R) SALVS AVGGG r j ^ -
ML 
notes OBV^ Nos 2 & 3, Given as 'Newell' i n R.I.C. cf .N.C. 
5th ser. vol.X, pp.221-274 'Some notes on the Arras Hoard.' 
This coin was part of the gold hoard found at ARRAS. 
IN THE NAME OF MAXIMIAN 
1) 0) MAXIMIANVS PF AVG 
R) COMES AVGGG ~ 
RIC 5o60 gm 
head l e f t , laureate. 
Minerva standing r i g h t , v e r t i c a l 
spear i n r i g h t hand, l e f t hand 
resting on shield. 
20 mm A.N.S. 
notes This coin was part of the ARRAS hoard and was obtained by 
E T Newell along with No.4 above. 
2) 0) MAXIMIANVS PP AVG 
R) SALVS AVGGG 
RIC 32 4.27 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate and 
cuirassed. 
Salus standing r i g ^ t feeding 
from l e f t hand a serpent held 
i n arms. 
19 mm B.M. 
notes Akerman J.T. 'Coins of the Romans Relating to B r i t a i n ; 
London 1844, p. 108 and f i g . 109; N.C 1 ser. 1841-2 proc. p.17; 
NC 3rd ser. voLm, 1896 p.l59; R.CH.M. England. voLVm 
London, 1928, p.190. This coin was formerly i n the Roach Smith 
co l l e c t i o n and was found i n the River Thames at LONDON i n 1840. 
NB Akerman (Op. c i t . pp,108-9) describes another aureus as 
•precisely similar' to t h i s , and 'in the collection of Mr Atherly 
of Southampton'. Webb records two specimens of thi s coin, both 
i n the B.M. and s p e c i f i c a l l y states separate weights (RIC V , 
p. 554). I t i s stated (NC 3rd ser. v o l . n , 1891, pa94) that, 
'They are not from the same die.' I t has proved possible to trace 
only one such coin however. 
2,7 Z 
GROUP THREE 'ROUEN' 
1) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG 
R) CONCORDIA MILITV 
R.I.C. 621 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
Concordia standing l e f t with two 
ensigns. 
4.25 gm 19 mm ASEMOLEAN 
notes OBV & REV=LNo 2. Neligan Sale. London 1882; Trau Sale 
Vienna 1935. Lot 3482; Roach Smith C. Coll Ant VI, p.l30 
'said to have been found at Rouen with those mentioned above' 
r e f e r r i n g to the Rouen hoard. There i s no evidence to support 
such, a suggestion and i t may be that t h i s was said of the coin i n 
order to enhance i t s value. 
2) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILITV Concordia standing l e f t with two 
ensigns. 
RIC 621. 19 mm WHEREABOUTS UNKNOWN 
notes OBV & REV = No.l Hirsch 191I. Barron Collection. Lot 
1246; Ars Classica Vol.18, Geneva 1938, Lot 488. 
3) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
R) CONCORDIA MILIT Emperor standing r i g h t clasping 
hand of Concordia standing l e f t . 
RIC 624 4.58 gm 18 mm (pierced BERLIN 
notes OBV & REV = Nos 4 & 5, REV=Nos 6 & 7; Berger I 
'Thesauri Electoratis BrandenburgicJ.t* Col.Marchiae I967, vol .11 
p,783; Stukeley. Med Hist., I I , p.l86 and p l . m , No.l N.B. 
I n Stukeley's out t h i s coin i s shown as unpierced and there i s no 
2.7^ 
mention of the piercing i n his description. He does show the 
defect i n his i l l u s t r a t i o n of the ORIVNA piece, so i t may be that 
t h i s coin has been pierced since his day or i t may be an oversight 
of h i s . cf N.C 4th ser. v o l . m , I907, p i . I , No-1. 
4) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG 
R) CONCORDIA MILIT ~ 
RIC 624 4.51 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
Emperor standing r i g h t clasping 
hand of Concordia standing 
l e f t . 
18 mm BJI 
notes OBV & REV= Nos.3 & 5, REV=Nos.6 & 7; R o l l i n 
and Peuardent sale (Ponton D'Amecourt colL) 25.4.1887, l o t 63; 
Hirsch sale XXIV (Consul Weber) 10.5.1909, l o t 249I; Jameson 
co l l e c t i o n ii, p.70, No.326; Eess-Leu sale (Sammlung ESR) 
23.3.1961, l o t 624; Seaby Coin and Medal B u l l e t i n . March I963, 
9507 @ £1750; B.M.ft.vol.XXVII No. 3-4. PP.73-74 and p i .XXVII. 
5) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS AVG 
R) CONCORDIA MLIT ^ 
RIC 624 4.86 gm 
bust r i g h t , laureate, draped and 
cuirassed. 
Emperor standing r i g h t clasping 
hand of Concordia standing l e f t . 
20 mm TOREABODTS UNKNOWN 
notes OBV & REV= Nos.3 & 4, REV= Nosi;6 & 7; Evans sale 
1934, l o t 1886 (£185); Hall Sale, Glendinning's 21.II.I950. Lot 
1 9 9 2 S p i n k . 
6) 0) DIP C CARAVSIVS PF AVG 
R) CONCORDIA MILIT ^ 
bust l e f t , laureate, cuirassed 
i n mantle. 
Emperor standing r i g h t clasping 
hand of Concordia standing l e f t . 
2.7S-
RIC 625 5.61 gm 20 mm (pierced) B.ff. 
(1630) 
2 
notes OBV & E E V ^ No-7, HEV = Nos.3,4 & 5. cf.S.I.C. V , 
pl.m, No.5. 
7) 0) IMP C CAEAVSIVS PP AVG bust right, laureate, cuirassed 
i n mantle. 
R) CONCORDIA MILIT Emperor standing right clasping 
hand of Concordia standing l e f t . 
R.I.C 625 4.77 gm 19 mm B.M 
notes OBV & R E 7 = No,6, REV=Nos. 5» 4 & 5; In the possession 
of Manchester University 29.9.33; Subsequently i n the A.H.F. 
Baldwin col l e c t i o n . This may well be the pne supposedly found 
neax CHESTER, cf. Grant M.Roman Anniversary Issues, pp. 143-8• 
8) 0) IMP C CARAVSIVS AY bust right, laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) LETITIA I V I AVG NOS C Warship to right. 
R I C — 4.61 gms 17 mm THE HAGUE 
notes O B V = No. 9 Van Damme collection. No ,595' c f Shiel N 
Jaarboek voor Munt-en Penningkunde 58/59, 1971-1972 pp. 142-3-
9) 0) IMP C CARAVSIVS AV bust right, laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) OPES IVI AVG Alundantia standing l e f t , 
grapes i n right hand, comucopiae 
i n l e f t hand. 
RIC — 4.55 gm 19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes OBV == No.8 cf,Neligan Sale, London 1881, lot , 165; 
Trau Sale, Vienna 1935, l o t 3483; N.C 6th ser. vol 1944 
p. 19, No 175; Grant M 'Roman Anniversary Issues.' Cambridge 
2.1 L 
1950, pp .143-8; S h i e l N Jaarboek voor Munt-en Penningkunde, 
58/59, 1971/1972, pp. 142-43; Shiel N Revue Niimismatique 6® 
ser. Tome XY 1973» pp. I66-68. 
HB There i s a coin i n bronze struck from the same dies as No's. 
6 and 7, which may be a mistake or may have or i g i n a l l y been 
g i l t . Num. C i r c . May 1974, P. 206. 
GOLD COINS OF DOUBTFUL AUTHENTICITY 
1) 0) IMP CAES CAEAVSIVS PF AVG bust right, radiate and 
draped. 
R) VOTIS / DECENNA / LIBVS within wreath 
'A medallion i n gold i n possession of Jacomo lllfusselius of Verona' 
Stukeley, Med Hist I I p.185 and pl.m, No.l. 
This i s a mistake on Stukeley's part as the piece appears i n the 
catalogue of Musselius' collection described as Aereus, which has 
been misread as Aureus. 
2) Mionnet''' includes several coins i n h i s l i s t i n g which must be 
mentioned here. 
a) . EXPECTATE VENI 'L'Empereur et une femme debout; 
a 1'exergue ESR Arg Or 
b) LEG 1111 FL 'Lion marchant, tenant des epis dans 
sa gueule, a 1'exergue 
im ( s i c ) Or' 
2 ^ 
c) ROMANO RENOV v e l EENOVA 'Remus et Romulus a l l a i t e s par 
l a louve; a 1'exergue BSR 
_ Arg Or' 
These coins are only known to e x i s t i n s i l v e r and although there 
remains the p o s s i b i l i t y that Mionnet r e a l l y saw them, i t seems 
more l i k e l y that they are the product of confused descriptions. 
3) Akerman^ also includes two of these coins. 
a) EXPECTATE VENI 'The emperor joining hands with a 
woman who holds a trident. RSR. 
Av and Ar' 
b) LEG 1111 FL j ~ (Mionnet) Av 
Akerman admits, i n the case of a, to never having seen a specimen 
i n gold and b i s taken straight from Mionnet, none of which does 
anything to enhance the possible authenticity of these coins. 
4) Cohen and Webb^ both mention the legionary piece a l t h o u ^ 
Webb changes h i s description from one account to the next:-
LEG n i l FL (N.C. 1907) 
LEG n i l EEL (RIC) 
Cohen c i t e s 'Ancien catalogue du cabinet des medailles' and 
adds i n a footnote, 'cette medaille manque au Monumenta Historica 
Britarmica.' 
5) R.I.C. p-463, No.5, i s l i s t e d with obverse 5 B or D. The 
only extant specimen of th i s coin has obverse 5B, using Webbs* 
R.I.C. abbreviations. This i s almost certainly another mistake on 
Webb's part as he has t h i s coin, described correctly as obverse 
5D, according to the different set of abbreviations \ised i n 
h i s e a r l i e r account. Presumably the one coin has become two i n 
the change from one method of description to another. 
STATISTICS 
W e i ^ t Max Min Average 
Group One . 4.52 gm 4*14 gm 4.33 gm 
Group Two 5.60 gm 4.28 gm V 4.56 gm 
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Group Two7a 4.56 gm 4.28 gm 4.35 gm 
Group Three 4.86 gm 4.25 gm 4.59 gm 
Z7S 
Diameters Max Min Average 
'. Group One 21 mm 19 mm - 20 mm 
Group Two 20 mm 18 mm 19 mm 
Group Three 20 mm 17 mm 18.78 mm 
The standard at which Carausius' gold coins were struck has 
aroused some speculation i n the past.^ I t has been said that i t , 
' curiously anticipates the solidus of 72 to the pound which came 
l a t e r ; ' that i t i s , ' p r a c t i c a l l y i d e n t i c a l with that of the l a t e r 
solidus of about 4.5 gm;' and that 'Constantius ... i n 296 ... 
could not but be conscious of the advantage i n exchange which the 
e x i s t i n g monetary usage of B r i t a i n gave i n relation to the 
a r t i f i c i a l monetary system of Diocletian To melt down the gold 
hoards of the B r i t i s h usurpers and to reissue them i n a diminished 
number of aurei was not i n i t s e l f an a t t r a c t i v e f i n a n c i a l 
proposition.' This appears to be i n contradiction to an e a r l i e r 
statement that, 'in B r i t a i n the old standard of 70 to the poimd 
fixed by, Diocletian .... was taken over by Carausius.' 
Carausius' gold coins cannot be regarded as both dependent on a 
standard already i n use and also anticipating a new and different 
one. The mention of 'gold hoards' suggests, without any evidence, 
a f a r greater output of gold under the B r i t i s h usurpers than there 
i s any reason to suspect. The argument from negative evidence 
that there once was p l e n t i f u l gold but that i t had been seized 
and melted down a f t e r the recovery i s not convincing. 
With the singular exception i n group two, the gold coins of 
Carausius may be linked to the standard of seventy to the pound, 
which was abandoned by Diocletian at about the time of Carausius' 
7 usurpation. I t would appear, as suggested e a r l i e r , that i t was 
Carausius clear intention to adhere to that standard however badly 
he may have managed i t , and that any resemblance to the subsequent 
Q 
standard for s o l i d i i s coincidental. To suggest that , ' i t was 
t h i s system which Constantius found deeply rooted i n business 
a f f a i r s of B r i t a i n ... i n 296* i s a gross exaggeration. Aurei 
seem to have played very l i t t l e part i n the economics of B r i t a i n 
i n the thi r d century. 'The economy seems to have been content to 
operate on a small amovint of r e a l gold and a smaller volume of 
g 
base aurei'. As has already been said i n connection with the 
s i l v e r coins, business a f f a i r s did not dictate the issue of 
coinage. The gold issues were dictated by p o l i t i c a l not commercial 
facto r s . 
The one si g n i f i c a n t exception to th i s standard, which cannot be 
explained away simply i n terms of an inadequate adherence to that 
standard, i s the coin struck i n the name of Maximian weighing 
5.60 gm. This piece i s suggestive of a standard the same as the 
l a t e r Diocletianic one of si x t y to the pound, badly adhered to, 
although i t e r r s on the side of excess even i n relat i o n to that. 
I t would seem, however, to be the obvious explanation to say that 
for coins struck i n the name of Maximian (and Diocletian too 
presuming there were once such peices however few) the standard 
used was that which these emperors themselves were using at one 
time. This i s wholly undermined by the only other surviving coin 
of t h i s type having a weight of only 4*27 gm. I t i s impossible 
to be very definite on t h i s point as there i s so very l i t t l e 
evidence. Perhaps the l e a s t dubious speculation would be to 
suggest a confusion i n the mint at the time of issue whereby some 
coins i n Maximian's name were not only stzruck i n the st y l e of 
h i s own pieces but were mistakenly struck at a weight similar to 
the current piece of h i s being used as the model. Should further 
specimens come to l i g h t they w i l l c l a r i f y the picture somewhat, 
but i t i s d i f f i c u l t to imagine that t h i s w i l l happen to any great 
degree. 
With the exception of oine of the group three coins reputedly found 
near C h e s t e r a l l Carausius gold has been found i n the southern 
h a l f of B r i t a i n . A l l e ctus' auxei show a similar distribution, a l l 
of which r e f l e c t s the general distribution pattern of third 
century gold i n B r i t a i n . A s has been seen, hoards of any kind 
are r e l a t i v e l y few i n Northern B r i t a i n at t h i s time which must 
r e f l e c t on the peaceful situation there. Pre Hadrianic gold 
di s t r i b u t i o n i n B r i t a i n i s widespread; that for the period from 
Hadrian to Severus i s concentrated i n the North. The paucity of 
gold i n that region during the third century supports the evidence 
provided by the hoards, or rather lack of them, for a peaceful and 
increasingly depleted northern m i l i t a r y zone. 'The province 
(Britannia I n f e r i o r ) was becoming a backwater of the cursus 
honorum .... This gives us the measure of the success achieved 
by the new fr o n t i e r arrangements.' This comment on the Severan 
solution to the Northern fr o n t i e r should be more widely applied to 
the t h i r d century, a peaceful province would, i n the course of 
becoming such a backwater, surely be drained of a l l the troops i t 
could spare so long as there were frontiers which were f a r from 
peaceful. 
There seems to have been a cessation i n the flow of gold into 
B r i t a i n so that such pieces as are found from this period are 
not explicable i n terms of each other but depend on a variety 
of factors. The one thing that i s certain i s that there was a 
shortage of gold i n B r i t a i n i n the third century. Isaac^^ 
r i g h t l y argues that gold at th i s time must have been at an 
enormous premium as the economic decline reached i t s lowest depths. 
He argues that men who did have gold would hoard i t , but where 
are the hoards? B r i t a i n has produced only one gold coin to bear 
witness to the years she was part of the 'Iraperium Galliarum'. By 
contrast there are several aiirei of Carinus, whose gold i s rare 
anywhere. Isaac^^ warns against any h i s t o r i c a l interpretation 
of t h i s but i t i s tempting to see this as some sl i g h t support 
for the view that Nemesianus' veiled allusions to a northern 
campaign i n Carinus reign do i n fact refer to a c t i v i t y i n 
B r i t a i n . The absence of gold squares with the general picture of 
an island increasingly depleted of troops. Not much gold would 
be sent to B r i t a i n i f she had no very considerable garrison. 
Under Carausius and Allectus she cle a r l y did have a major army 
again but this seems c l e a r l y to have been concentrated i n the 
Southern half of the island . The gold, s i l v e r and hoard 
distribution a l l point to t h i s . I t was not a case of c a l l i n g a l l 
the troops down from the northern frontier but of seeing no need 
to send any up there. 
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I t has been said that, 'while the money of a l l the r e s t of the 
Roman Empire was i n a hopeless condition of depreciation and 
disorder, Carausius was issuing an abundant coinage at Londinium 
2&a 
i n pure gold, s i l v e r and bronze washed with s i l v e r . 'The word 
abundant certai n l y does not apply i n the case of the gold coins. 
Whenever they were issued i t was c l e a r l y i n very small quantities. 
The obvious times to expect such issues of gold are imperial 
accessions and the celebrations of the various vows at each 
quinquennium. Whatever the general condition of the coinage, these 
would normally be the times at which gold was to be issued. As 
has been seen i n dealing with the dating of the denarii, the two 
gold coins of Carausius with references to the quinquennial vota 
i n t h e i r exergue seems, on the face of i t , to prove that that 
group of gold a t l e a s t , was issued at the time of h i s 
quinquennium, i n 291. This would tend to necessitate dating a l l the 
denarii also to t h i s period however, and, because of tlie die link" 
between the RSR aureus and the antoninianus, there would be 
repercussions for the unmarked antoniniani. 
There are vota legends recorded on the s i l v e r coins and on bronze 
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coins but these cannot possibly apply s t r i c t l y to a reign as 
short as that of Carausius. He did not survive to reach h i s 
decennium so the TiIVLTIS XX appears rather optimistic, 'sometimes 
the vows named on a coin are those of the colleague of the 
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emperor whose name appears on the obverse, not his own.• ^ 
This i s said i n the discussion of a l a t e r period, but Carausius 
does issue coins i n the name of h i s 'colleagues'. Even this 
application of the vota to the central emperors can not be made 
to f i t into Carausius' reign as regards the decennium. The 
answer must l i e i n a much l e s s l i t e r a l interpretation of the 
legends, as suggested by Boyce, 'When i n the middle of the third 
century a short reign l i k e Aemilian produced S e s t e r t i i advertising 
the Decennalia, and i n the fourth century Jovian and Eugenius 
struck coins with VOT V MVLT X i t i s clear that a l l figures 
involved r e f e r to vows undertaken (suscepta) and not f u l f i l l e d 
( s o l u t a ) . , . . ' I f the s i l v e r gold and bronze are taJcen together 
i n t h i s matter of vota reverses then i t becomes very d i f f i c x i l t to 
make any sort of a case for dating them as a whole to a date i n 
or around Carausius' quinquennium solely on the strength of the 
two gold coins which mention what happens to be the only celebration 
which i s chronologically concommitant with the length of the 
reign. 'The vota coinage was obviously not issued i n accordance 
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with a r i g i d and_regular plan' The general trend, i n any 
case, seems to have been to s t r i k e early so i t seems perfectly 
possible to date the gold coins of group two to the same time 
as the s i l v e r coins; that i s shortly a f t e r the usurpation, as 
soon as the mint had.been properly organised. 
The coins of group two d i f f e r from the r e s t i n several respects. 
I n point of st y l e they a l l closely resemble each other and are 
markedly different from the other two groups. They do resemble 
S I P some of the antoniniani issued with the mark Tr^T? either/ i n MLAXI 
Carausius' own name or i n the names of Maximian or Diocletian. 
The theme of th e i r reverse legends and types also d i f f e r s 
markedly from the group one and three coins while paralleling that 
of the antoniniani j u s t mentioned. This theme i s that of the 
three Augusti as 'Fratres'. The types of Jupiter and Hercules 
and the legend CONSERVATORI AVGGG, refer directly, to Diocletian 
and Maximian through the d e i t i e s with which they each respectively 
i d e n t i f i e d , and the th i r d G re f e r s , of course, to Carausius, how 
making a concerted e f f o r t to promote h i s image of apparent equality 
and acceptance by means of such propaganda. As he issued antoniniani 
i n the name of both Maximian and Diocletian we may reasonably 
assume be issued gold likewise even though, as yet, none i n 
Diocletian's name has come to l i g h t . Group two gold coins, there-
fore, f a l l into the context of Carausius'propaganda campaign to 
appear the accepted equal of Diocletian and Maximian; Carson dates 
the antoniniani of t h i s type by their sequence marks to j u s t before 
the end of the reign. This i s supported by h i s t o r i c a l probability 
as Carausius' hopes would have r i s e n from 289 u n t i l dashed once 
and for a l l by the appointment of Constantius as Caesar i n the 
West i n 293 and the commencement of opera:tions to recover 
Carausius' t e r r i t o r y l o r the central empire. I t must be pointed 
out that the mint mark, ML, on these does no more than t e l l us that 
they were minted at London. I t can no more be related chronolo-
g i c a l l y to the ML mark on the antoniniani than can the same mark 
on Allectus' gold. 
The coins of group three are quite different from the other gold 
and c l e a r l y form part of the issue better known from the antohiniani, 
usually attributed to Rouen, because of the great hoard of them 
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supposedly discovered there. As w i l l be seen the antoniniani 
of t h i s type are of a limited range of types and are much more 
clo s e l y die-linked than any other groups of antoniniani. This 
i s p a r t i c u l a r l y marked i n the case of the. gold, which confirms 
t h i s as a p a r t i c u l a r l y short and circumscribed issue of an 
exceptional nature. 
The three groups of gold, small as each i s , c l e a r l y complement 
the evidence provided by the much more substantial body of coinage 
i n other metals. The RSR coin i n particular brings together 
several stjrands of a picture. Die li n k s have shovm that the 
unmarked and RSR s i l v e r come from the same mint. This aureus 
and i t s l i n k with the unmarked antoninianus from the L i t t l e 
Orme's Head hoard show that t h i s i s true also of gold and 
bronze. The gold coin makes i t more than even certain that 
such a mint was London. 'Inscriptions show that the Rationalis 
Summae Rei tended to remain resident at the Imperial c a p i t a l .... 
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A mobile treasury gave much more s t a b i l i t y to the emperor 
es p e c i a l l y i f h i s throne was threatened'....^^ RSR as has 
been shown must indicate Rationalis Svmmiae, Rei so t h i s alone 
strongly suggests that coins bearing such a mark were struck at 
the c a p i t a l . The gold piece seems to confirm this as the l a t e r 
gold of group one i s c e r t a i n l y from London and there i s no 
reason to suppose Carausius ever had a comitatus mint with him 
on some sort of tr a v e l s , for the f i r s t years of his reign, which 
produced h i s coins for him. This important RSR aureus has had 
doubts cast on i t s authenticity, 'This coin i s a modem cast i n 
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gold from a s i l v e r o r i g i n a l ' , but without any j u s t i f i c a t i o n . 
A l l e c t us' Gold Coins 
Al l e c t u s ruled l e s s than h a l f as long as h i s predecessor but 
about as many gold coins have survived from each reign. 
Presumably t h i s i s because the fac t that Carausius only issued 
gold on s p e c i f i c occasions meant that the quantity was not so 
great i n proportion to the length of h i s reign as that of the 
antoniniani. These outnumber the surviving Allectan counterparts 
by a greater degree than that suggested simply by the disparity 
i n the duration of the reigns. On the face of i t the Allectan 
gold i s much l e s s complex than that of Carausius. There i s no 
problem of mint location and the brevity of the reign argues 
against breaking the coins down into a seri e s of unrelated issues. 
There are, however, differences i n the form of mint mark which 
ought to indicate some sort of grouping system. The extant coins 
are catalogued on a tentative chronological basis of marks based 
on the principle of a progression towards complexity i n such 
marks, but the die l i n k s show that there can have been no 
very great difference i n the time of issue, i f , indeed, there was 
any. 
THE COINS 
1 
ML 
l ) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate and 
draped. 
R) ADVENTVS AVG ^  Emperor riding l e f t ; right 
hand raised, sceptre i n l e f t 
hand, captive before. 
RIC 1 6.85 gm 19 mm PRIVATE COLLECTION 
notes The abnormally high weight i s due to a mounting attached 
to the coin. Webb i n h i s 1906 NC account incorrectly c i t e s 
Akerman Coins of the Romans ... pi VI, No 46. I t should be No 
45. On p. 149 of Akerman's work i t i s recorded as, 'In the 
cabinet of the Court D'Erceville'. The coin was shown i n the 
Cabinet des Medailles i n Paris i n February 1958. 
2) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) COMES AVG Minerva standing l e f t leaning 
on shield, holding olive branch 
and spear. 
RIC 2 4.53 m 
notes R E V S No. 3 
3) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG 
19 mm HDNTERIAN 
'R) COMES AVG ~ 
RIC 2 4.34 gm 
bust right laureate and 
cuirassed. 
Minerva standing l e f t leaning 
on shield, holding olive . 
branch and spear. 
19 mm ASHMOLEAN 
notes REV S No 2 obverse very l i k e No 12. Found CHITTENDEN 
Kent. 
NC New Ser. v o l . r a i 1868, pp .283 f f ; VCH Kent p.150; 
'Evans Collection'. 
4) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG 
R) COMES AVG ^ 
RIC 3 4.34 gm 
bust right, laureate and 
draped. 
Victory walking right with 
wreath and palm. 
18 mm A.N.S 
notes Found near CONWIL ELVET. Carmarthenshire. cf.A-Camb. 
4 ser. vol.m p.77; NC 6 ser. vol.lV 1944, p.25, no. 248; 
A.N.S Annual Report. 1973 P.15, ex Norweb collection, cf. 
Sylloge of Coins of the B r i t i s h I s l e s , vol, I6, No.40. 
5) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
R) ORIENS AVG 
draped. 
Sol standing l e f t , r i ^ t hand 
raised, globe i n l e f t , two 
captives at feet. 
RIC 4 (pl.m No. 3) 4.45 gm 20 mm B.M. 
notes This coin i s almost certainly that found at SILCHESTER 
and recorded by Stufceley, Letters and Diaries I I , 1883, p.187. 
6) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS .PP AVG bust right, laureate and draped. 
R) ORIENS AVG Sol s t g . l e f t , right hand raised, 
globe i n l e f t hand. 
RIC 4 4.60 gm 19 mm VIENNA 
Notes obv. very s i m i l a r to No:5. 
7) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP NG ( s i c ) bust r i ^ t laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 5 4.39 gm 19 mm (I632) 
notes obverse appears to l i n k with no. I 3 . Misdescribed by 
Cohen as Ex Wiczay. 
8) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG Bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG ^ Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and transverse sceptre. 
RIC 6 4.12 gm 19 mm UNKNOWN 
notes obverse may l i n k with nos-10 and 17, reverse with 9. c f . 
Akerman, Roman Coins, I I , p.1768, p i . I I , No.6; V.C.H. Berks I , 
p.222 c i t i n g Stevenson, Dictionary of Roman Coins, p.183 which 
says an Allectus aureus from READING was sold at the Ezxmmiell 
sal e for £37' I t was, presumably, t h i s coin, cf.also N.C. New 
Ser. v o L K , I869, p. 282, for a record of i t s sale a t Sothebey's 
i n the Brown Sale, lot-271 for £71. 
9) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG ^ Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch aai transverse sceptre. 
RIC 6 (pi,XIX, 4) 4.56 gm 19 mm B.M. 
notes reverse may l i n k with No.8. cf^NC 1. ser. vol.11, 1839-
40. p.206. 'Recently found i n LONDON' Found, I s l e of Dogs. 
10) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG Pax ridi n g l e f t i n biga. 
RIC 8 4.40 gm 20 X 19 mm ASmTOLEAN 
notes obverse may l i n k with Nos,8, 10 & 17. The obverse i s 
wrongly described by Cohen as IMP C ALLECT7S FEL AVG. Akerman 
Roman Coins, vol,11, p.. 177 records, 'This unique coin was 
purchased at the T r a t t l e Sale by the Duke de Blacas for £74, a 
most absurd and extravagant price.' The coin has been at Oxford 
a long time cf. Nummorum Antiquorum S c r i n i s Bodleianis Reconditorum 
Catalogue.' Oxford 1750, p-21. 
11) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) PROVID AVG Providentia standing l e f t , 
comucopiae i n l e f t hand, baton 
i n right, globe at foot. 
RIC 4.61 gm 19 mm PARIS (l632a) 
notes O b v = N o I6 ( ^ ) = N o 19 ( — ) . cf.Journal des Savants. 
Jan-March I969 pp.26 f f ; B u l l e t i n de l a commission departementale 
de monuments historique du Pays-de-Calais. 111. 1902-1913. pp. 
220-221. Found a t TIGNY. 
12) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) SALVS AVG ~ Salus standing right feeding 
serpent held i n arms. 
RIC 9 4.30 gm 19.5 mm B.M 
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notes obverse may l i n k with No-3. cf.Mon. Hist. B r i t . pi.XV 
No 3- EX King George I I I c ollection. 
13) 0) DIP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) SALVS AVG ~ - Salus standing right feeding 
serpent held i n arms. 
RIC 9 3.82 gm 20 mm B.M. 
notes ex Wigan col l e c t i o n . NB Akerman. Roman Coins; I I 
p,176. No.7. 'There i s a modem forgery of th i s type i n s i l v e r . . . ' 
14) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) SPES AVG Spes standing l e f t holding 
flower and ra i s i n g robe. 
RIC 10 DESTROYED 
notes obverse may have linked with No.7, reverse with No,14, 
cf.Mon. Hist. B r i t . pl-W, No. 5* Stolen from the BN and 
presumably melted down. 
15) 0) ALLECTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) SPES AVG ^  Spes standing l e f t holding 
flower and r a i s i n g robe. 
RIC 11 DESTROYED 
notes reverse m^ have linked with No 13. Obverse i s the same 
type as the untraceable RIC 7. cf.Mon. Hist. B r i t , p l . ^ . No.4. 
Stolen from the BN and presumably melted down. 
^1 n„ £ i 
16) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PP AVG bust r i ^ t , laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) ORIMS AVG ^ Sol standing l e f t , right hand 
raised, globe i n l e f t hand. 
RIC 4 4.14 gm 19 mm BERLIN (69/I885) 
notes 0 1 ) 7 = No 11 (—-) = No 19 (—) 
17) 0) IMP CALLECT7S PF AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG ^ Pax standing l e f t with 
olive branch and v e r t i c a l 
sceptre. 
RIC 5 var (newimja.) 4.50 gm 18 mm PEIRPIGNAN 
notes Obverse may l i n k with No 5, 8 and 10, reverse with No. 18. 
Jameson No.527.v. 
18) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG ~ Pax standing l e f t with olive 
branch and v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 5 var 4.70 gm 19 mm PRIVATE COLLECTION 
notes reverse may l i n k with No 17. This coin brought £130 i n 
the Huth Sale, was l o t 76O i n the Montague Sale and was sold to 
L Forrer as l o t I994 i n the Hall Sale, Glendinning 21/II/1950. 
19) 0) IMP C ALLECTVS PF AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) VIRTVS AVG — Emperor galloping right 
spearing f a l l e n enemy. 
RIC 14 4.58 gm 19 mm HDNTERIAN 
notes obv = No 11 (-—) = No I6 (^) 
1 
MSL 
20) 0) EIP C ALLECT7S PF I AVG bust right, laureate and 
^ cuirassed. 
E) VICTVS AVGr j ~ Mars standing right holding 
spear and leaning on shield. 
RIC 13 (pi.XIX 5) 4.17 gm 19.5 mm B.M 
notes ex Due de Blacas 
Other 
21) 0) BIP C ALLECOTVS PP AVG bust right, laureate and 
cuirassed. 
R) VICTORIA AVG - j - Victory walking right holding 
wreath and palm, captive at 
foot. 
RIC 12 DESTROYED 
notes Mionnet. De La Rarete ... I I , p.170, n.i 'Cette medaille 
paroit avoir ete moulee sur l e bronze.' Cohen observes, 'Cette 
medaille manque au Monumenta Historica Britannica.' He also 
c i t e s an 'ancien catalogue' which i s presumably 'Catalogue d'une 
co l l e c t i o n de medailles antiques f a i t par l a C^^®. Douair de 
Bentinck' Amsterdam 1787 v o l - I I (which claims to deal with coins 
i n 'or & Argent') p.920. There the coin i s described thus:-
'Tete d'Allectus BIP C ALLECTVS PP AVG 
un V i c t o i r volante, tenant l a couronne et l a 
palme VICTORIA AVG' 
No mint mark i s given and as the coin was stolen from the BN 
and presumably melted down i t i s now impossible to prove whether 
there r e a l l y was an A i n the exergue as opposed to the more 
normal ML. 
i 9 5 
There are, i n addition to the coins l i s t e d above, some doubtful 
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cases. There i s a ta n t a l i s i n g reference that, 'Mr Roach Smith 
exhibited two gold coins of Allectus, one of which had for 
reverse type a l i o n , probably a copy of a similar coin i n s i l v e r 
of Gallienus.'. There appears to be no other account of such a 
coin. Several of Gallienus' coins, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the legionary 
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s e r i e s , do have l i o n reverses but Allectus does not seem to 
model h i s reverses on those of Gallienus, as Carausius occasionally 
did. On no coin of Allectus i s there to be found a l i o n i n the 
reverse type save for the irregular RIC 24. I t may only be ' 
assiuned that the account mentioning t h i s was i n error. 
There i s some confusion i n RIC over the number of extant 
specimens of RIC 4* Webb appears to have increased the number, 
by error, to four. Cohen gives as h i s source for one of them 
Tanini, and says that neither W 6 nor W 7 a^ e^ i n Mon. B r i t , a moins que l a piece de Tanini ne s o i t l a meme que c e l l e 
c i mal decrite'. Webb does not appear to have seen a l l the 
coins he l i s t s . RIC 7 derives from W 8 which i s given the 
provenance 'Evans' but the coin i s not at Oxford nor can i t be 
traced anywhere e l s e . 
S t a t i s t i c s 
Weight 
Max 
1 
ML 
4.61 gm 
Dl 
ML 
4.70 gm 
j ~ (one coin only) 
4.71 gm 
Min 5.82 gm 4.14 gm 4.71 gm 
Aug 4.35 gm 4.38 gm 4.71 gm 
Diameter. No very great variation from a norm of 19 mm. 
There i s no s i g n i f i c a n t divergence between the weights of these 
groups of coins nor between Allectus' gold as a whole, and that 
of h i s predecessor. I t seems that he simply maintained for h i s 
own issues of gold the same standard that Carausius had been 
using. 
With the exception of the inadequately documented number twenty 
one, a l l Allectus'. gold coins were c l e a r l y minted a t the one 
London mint. The coins are divided according to the form of the 
mint mark but i t i s apparent from the shared obverse dies that the 
ML and ^ groups are exactly or very nearly contemporaneous. 
Allectus reign was so short that the time factor may not seem 
important but i t i s c l e a r l y r e f l e c t e d i n the marks used on the 
antoniniani. The s i z e and nature of the gold suggest Strongly 
that i t was a l l part of one special issue rather than a standard 
part of the coinage throu^out a l l or most of the reign. The 
obvious occasion for such an issue would have been the 
accesaon i n 293. Whatever the exact circumstances of i t , Allectus' 
succession seems c l e a r l y to have been some sort of usurpation 
rather than inheritance. He seems to have managed i t smoothly 
despite having no known mi l i t a r y background. As a senior 
administrator concerned as he was with the treasury, he was i n a 
good position to pose as the fount of f i n a n c i a l reward. The 
gold issues seem a natural expression of h i s gratitude to the 
heirarchy upon h i s usurpation and must represent the t i p of a 
general donative to the whole force within h i s sphere of influence. 
He was able to maintain himself for three years and when the 
c o n f l i c t came h i s troops did fight for him; a l l of which suggests 
he got off to a good s t a r t which would inevitably have meant a 
donative. The amount of gold that has survived suggests, 
perha^js that t h i s was an issue bigger than any of the gold 
issues of Carausius. I f so then that would hot be an 
unreasonable move, by Allectus i n seeking to appear more l i b e r a l 
than the man he replaced. I t s t i l l seems f a r too small to have 
been any sort of a general donative, which must have been paid 
to the bulk of the troops i n other coin, but to have been 
intended s p e c i f i c a l l y for the senior men. Repetition of dies 
even within the number of coins surviving suggests thiat there can-
not have been very many more than those known to us, so that the 
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issue i n i t s e n t i r i l y cannot have been very extensive. 
The types and legends on the aurei do not present a coherent 
picture of irtiy they were issued. Adventus Aug i s a very rare 
Allectan reverse generally, not foimd on any of the antoniniani 
of the or groups. I t i s found on the coins of Carausius', 
however, p a r t i c u l a r l y those associated with h i s own donatives. 
Several of the Allectan aurei have Pax types which are very 
strong reminiscences of Caxausius, and a l l of them bear types 
which are found on Carausius coins. However exactly he usurped, 
f a r from using the meditim of h i s i n i t i a l coin issues to condemn 
the regime of h i s predecessor or to launch out with some new 
idiosyncratic type, Allectus seems to have been concerned to 
preserve a continuum, to maintain l i n k s with the coinage of 
Carausius and to perpetuate much of the s p i r i t of his propaganda. 
The distribution of provenanced specimens i s similar to that for 
Carausius' gold. A l l have been found i n the south and east or 
i n South Wales, save for the Tigny coin. Those from South Wales 
miay have connections with the gold mine at Dolaucothi. The 
general picture i s that even more than under Carausius, the 
concentration of leading mili t a r y men and the units under them, 
was f a r from the northern fr o n t i e r . The aureus from Tigny does 
not constitute any evidence for any continental t e r r i t o r y held 
by Allectus, but must r e l a t e to events af t e r the death of 
Allectus and the recovery of B r i t a i n . 
A l lectus chose not to revive the s i l v e r issues which Carausius 
had used early i n h i s reign. They were almost certainly never 
intended to become part of the general coinage but were a special 
i s s u e . S i l v e r was much commoner than gold i n B r i t a i n , however, 
so Allectus' decision to use the l a t t e r limited at once the size 
of any issue. I t i s possible that he reused some of the gold of 
Carausius. Pieces which commemorated the three Augusti or were 
ac t u a l l y struck bearing the portrait and t i t l e s of one of the 
others would be obvious targets for the melting pot. This may 
account to some degree for the comparative r a r i t y of Carausian 
gold, although as gold of both usurpers i s so very rare anyway 
such hypotheses must be very tentative. 
As there i s no evidence to the contrary i t seems reasonable to 
see Allectus' aurei as a homogeneous issue from London, dating 
to the time of h i s accession, for the purpose of a donative to 
men i n senior positions, whose locations are, to some extent, 
re f l e c t e d by the distribution of the provenanced coins. 
The Medallions 
The two medallions of Carausius i n the B r i t i s h Museum have been 
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very f u l l y documented by Carson."'^ Most of what can be said 
about them i s therefore already covered. There need be no 
divergence of attribution f or the coins as Carson suggests 
giving London as the mint of the one with RSR i n the exergue and 
Boulogne as the mint of the other. Both seem c l e a r l y connected 
with the -Issues of s i l v e r early i n the reign and both come from 
the one main mint at London which produced a l l the s i l v e r . As 
he observes, there i s s i m i l a r i t y i n portraiture and type between 
these and some of the s i l v e r coins. The exergual l e t t e r s 
I.N.P.C.S.A. remain enigmatic. I t i s most unusual that any 
formula should be so d r a s t i c a l l y abbreviated for, unless i t 
were very well known, i t s force would be l o s t . I t does not 
suggest any well known formulae and any expansion must be pure 
conjecture. No medals of Allectus have yet come to l i g h t . 
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Chapter Five 
1) Mionnet, T.E. Be l a Raxete'et du Pr i x de Medailles Romains. 
P a r i s , 1815, pp.359 f f • 
2) The RSR aureus i n the B.N. i s l i s t e d separately by Mionnet. 
3) Akerman, J.Y. Coins...Relating.... p. 122. 
4) Cohen, H. Monnaies.... P a r i s , 2 ed. 1885-8, vol.VI, 
No.139 = Webb, N^C., 1907, No.583 = R.I.C. 533-
5) The f i r s t coin i n the name of Maximian i s so exceptionally 
overweight that i t must be deliberate and so the s t a t i s t i c s 
for t h i s group excluding this coin are provided here. 
6) e.g. N^C. 5th ser.vol X, 1930, pp.249 f f . from which the 
quotations cited axe taken. 
7) v.s. py^ithe end of the chapter on Av. 
8) NX. 5th ser.vol X, 1930, pp.249 f f . 
9) P.J.Isaac, op-.-cit p.59* N.B. There ace no gold coins 
of Carausius or Allectus which seem irregular, although 
th i s i s not the opinion of Sutherland (Coinage and 
Currency ... p,71): 'Very rare examples occur of aurei 
crudely copied from those of Carausius. Their provenance 
i s not always certain, but there i s at le a s t one certain 
B r i t i s h example found near Neath Abbey (Glamorganshire)'. 
This l a s t i s group one, number two and i t seems a 
perfectly regular coin. 
10) Grant, M.. Roman Anniversary Issues pp, 143-8 
11) c f . Isaac, P.J. op.cit. map 3. 
12) i b i d , maps 1-4 
13) Frere, S.S. Britannia, p.185 
14) op.cit. p -56 
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13) i b i d . p.62 
16) Nanes. Cynegetica 69 f f • r e f e r r i n g to Carinus' victory 
•sub arcto'. 
17) Home, G. Roman London, London, 1948 p^95 
18) cf- R.I.C. Uos.595-7 i n s i l v e r ; Wo.620 i n bronze 
19) Boyce, A.A., A new solidus of Theodosius I I and other 
vota s o l i d i of the period, H.H.M. Ho.153 paper 4 = PP. 
40-90. 'i'his quote from p.4b. 
20) i b i d . p.46 n . l l . 
21) i b i d . p.71 
22) cf. sect on hoards for the references and comments 
concerning t h i s dubious hoard. 
23) cf. Ammianus 31.15.2. 
24) Kent, J.P.O. The Relations and Gradual Separation of the 
Finance Departments during the Third and Fourth Centuries. 
Diss. London 1951* 
25) Mon. Hi s t . B r i t . p.CLVll (pl.V No-i; 
26) There are also two reports of gold coins of Carausius which 
may ref e r to known coins which have l o s t their provenance, 
which may refer to new specimens or which may simply be 
erroneous. 
a) V.C.H. Essex m, 1963, P.ia7 ref e r s to a 'gold coin' 
of Carausius found i n the daub of an old house i n the 
town of Thaxted, 6 miles NNW of Great Dunmow. 
b) B r i s t o l & Glos. Trans, v o l . 57»1935 F 251. A gold 
coin of Carausius from Bourton-on-the-Water. This 
coin i s not among those i n the Cheltenham museum nor 
i s the author of the 1935 paper able to shed any 
further l i ^ t on i t or i t s present whereabouts. 
27) I t may be assumed that the coin i s from this issue 
as i t shares i t s obverse die with one of the coins, 
and as the only apparent reason for the absence of the 
exergual l e t t e r s i s f a c t that the design occupies the 
exergue and leaves no room for them. 
28) - The Antiquarian Magazine and Biographer, v o l . V I I . I885, 
p.82. 
29) e.g. R.I.C. V-"- Gallienus ( j o i n t reign) 342-4, (sole reign) 
70, 201, 601-2. 
30) Carson, R.A.G. Bronze Medallions of Carausius. B.M.Q. 
vol . XXXVll No,. 1-2, pp. 1-4. 
Chapter Six 
The Coinage i n General 
The s i l v e r and gold coins have been dealt with already. This 
leaves the great majority of the coinage, which consists of pieces 
which i t would seem f a i r to c a l l bronze despite their pretensions 
to being debased s i l v e r . A very small percentage of these coins 
has survived with a c l e a r silver-washed surface, but however 
widespread t h i s practise may have been ori g i n a l l y , the amount 
of s i l v e r involved was very small indeed; no traces of i t 
showing i n analyses of reasonably worn coins. One major 
complicating factor which affects the gold and s i l v e r hardly at 
a l l , but which bedevils the r e s t of Carausius' coinage at le a s t 
i s the d i f f i c u l t y there i s i n distinguishing between o f f i c i a l , 
regular coinage, and the l o c a l l y produced copies of i t . 
I r r e g u l a r i t y 
The d i s t i n c t i o n between the regular , and the barbarous i s clear 
enough at the extremes. I t i s the range i n between, vdiich 
merges from one to the other without any clear l i n e of 
demarcation, which makes for the d i f f i c u l t i e s . Any attempt 
to determine such a l i n e of demarcation i s bound to be 
subjective i n such a case, and so there w i l l inevitably be some 
coins included or excluded, as the case may be, by one assessor 
which would receive a different verdict from another. Some 
attempt at the establishment of a standard of discrimination must 
be attempted, however, as a precursor to any general assessment 
of the bronze coinage of Carausius. Carson states the c r i t e r i a 
whereby he has made h i s decision i n t h i s matter^, 'That the 
s t y l e and f i n i s h of much of the early coinage of Carausius i s 
§0^ 
quite rough makes the d i s t i n c t i o n between o f f i c i a l issue and copy 
hard to draw, but discrepancies of weight, module and above a l l 
re g u l a r i t y of die alignment often provide grounds for rejection'. 
There are dangers of making these comparisons i n the rather 
a r t i f i c i a l confines of an important museum collection where 
there i s an abnormally high r a t i o of high quality coins which 
must tend to d i s t o r t the l e v e l of acceptability i n an upward 
direction. A very high proportion of the coins of Carausius 
found i n hoards or as s i t e finds exhibit some degree of 'irregularity' 
There thus e x i s t s also the danger of accepting too low a l e v e l 
of tolerance on the assumption that copying could not r e a l l y 
be so widespread and a l l but the most blatantly barbarous coins 
must have been o f f i c i a l issues'. 
Very few coins of Allectus appear to be copies which may r e f l e c t 
a toughening attitude against forgers or may simply mean that 
the coinage had been sorted and settled and there was s u f f i c i e n t 
being produced to meet current needs. There are various 
indications that the standard of coins issued improved steadily. 
throughout Carausius' reign and the problem of irregular 
coinage i s confined almost solely to the f i r s t h a l f of h i s 
reign. This i s shown by the r a r i t y of irregular coins based on 
anything struck a f t e r the issue. The great majority of 
the coinage c i r c u l a t i n g i n B r i t a i n a t the time of Carausius' 
usurpation seems to have been of a low standard including few 
of the post-reform coins and a high percentage of radiate 
2 
copies. Reece makes a t e l l i n g point , 'The coinage of 
Caxrausius appears to follow closely, and grow from, the barbarous 
log 
radiates, and one wonders how f a r the widespread issue and 
use of such coins i n B r i t a i n r e f l e c t s a degree of autonomy even 
before 286'. The barbarous radiates of the period 260-280 
were cleeirly not imported but were struck l o c a l l y i n B r i t a i n . 
They were modelled on the l a s t type of coin vdiich seems to have 
entered the island i n any quantity, namely the issues of the 
G a l l i c Empire. Very l i t t l e of the l a t e r coinage struck on the 
continent a f t e r the reform of Aurelian i s found i n B r i t a i n . 
This must be because very l i t t l e ever arrived here otherwise 
i t would have obviated the necessity for copying, as had 
happened by the end of Carausius' reign; or i t would, at the 
very l e a s t , have provided a model for such copying as took 
place. The a r r i v a l of Carausius was the f i r s t major impact on 
the coinage for some decades and as he based himself on B r i t a i n , 
so h i s early coinage would both copy and be copied by 
currently c i r c u l a t i n g coinage. That he sought to c\irb the 
practice of producing copies, or to remove the necessity by 
elevating the standard of h i s own money to the same l e v e l as 
that of the central empire, i s clear. He did not introduce 
such a coinage from the outset. A variety of economic 
d i f f i c u l t i e s would have faced him had he t r i e d . As a usurper 
h i s f i r s t p r i o r i t y was the production of a large quantity 
of coins bearing h i s name and portrait. To have commandeered 
exi s t i n g coinage for redistribution would not have served h i s 
purpose well as i t was of such a low standard and would have 
f a i l e d on the v i t a l question of promoting h i s own personal image. 
To have produced a large issue of coins a t the post reform 
standard and to have then forced i t into the economy would have 
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created great d i f f i c u l t i e s concerning the metal to be used and 
would have upset whatever economic balance there was i n the 
i s l a n d because of i t s suddeness and severity. Overstrikes 
occur i n s u f f i c i e n t numbers to show that t h i s was one way by 
which an i n i t i a l shortage of blanks could be remedied. I n 
some cases there are c l e a r indications that the original coin 
was i n an excellent state of preservation at the time of 
overstriking. This shows c l e a r l y Carausius' intent to promote 
h i s own image. 
An integral part of the question of the i r r e g u l a r i t y of some of 
Carausius' e a r l y coins i s whether or not such coins as do stray 
from stringent standards of f l a n s i z e and die axis without 
being hopelessly barbarous must be regarded as ' u n o f f i c i a l ' . 
I f that term i s meant to cover a s e r i e s of coins i n no way 
sanctioned by the governing authorities and subject to a l l the 
penalties normally associated with the production of i l l e g a l 
money then there seems to have been a very large number of people 
prepared to take r i s k s i n the f i r s t years of Carausius' reign. 
I n the years before Carausius' usurpation the production of 
barbarous radiates would not have impinged veiy d i r e c t l y on the 
authorities as the main seat of government was further away. 
Had he so desire^ Carausius could surely have stamped out the 
practilfe within a short time by rigorous enforcement of 
penalties but he would have had to produce something very 
quickly himself to f i l l the gap. The wide range of s l i g h t l y 
i r r e g u l a r coins i ^ c h are found among any sample of Carausius' 
e a r l i e r coinage could not have been produced i n the face of a 
concerted e f f o r t to stamp out the practise. Mattingly and 
and Stebbing observe^ that i n the case of coins trm their hoard, 
'many of them produce variations on the standing figures 
so marked as to appear deliberate rather than accidental or 
careliess'. This phenomenon occurs frequently on the Carausian 
coins too with a variety of d e i t i e s , but Pax i n particular, 
depicted i n association with a range of attributes not usually 
found with them. This c l e a r l y would not be done by engravers bent 
on deceiving officialdom i n the hope of the i r i l l e g a l products 
escaping notice, as then they would seek s l a v i s h l y to copy 
t h e i r prototypes. Boon^ re f e r s to the, 'i n t e l l i g e n t i r r e g u l a r 
production which i s a feature of t h i s reign'. The evidence points 
to some degree of acceptance by Carausius of the so-called 
i r r e g u l a r coinage as a necessary stage i n the establishment and 
development of h i s own coinage. From such arguments Boon suggests^ 
'that circumstances at the beginning of the reign of Caxausius were 
such as to encourage, even to require, l o c a l production....' 
I n h i s most recent treatment of the subject^ Boon makes several 
valuable observations concerning the d i s t i n c t i o n between the 
regular and the barbarous coins of Carausius. I n particular he 
draws attention to the way i n which the obverses tend to be 
superior to the reverses, 'as i f the best engravers had been 
set to cut the reverse dies. I t i s important to point out that, 
i n the great majority of cases, the long and possibly rather 
d i f f i c u l t , c e r t a i n l y unusual, name was engraved without error, 
although the l e t t e r i n g may be roiogh.' The example he gives, 
'from the Penard Hoard, reads TE T7S AVG on the reverse which 
he correctly amends to VIRTVS AVG to s u i t the l i o n type and 
suggests, 'errors of t h i s kind might have arisen from the 
misreading of a handwritten instruction.• The coin i n fa c t 
appears to read 7^ TVS AVG which seems a confused combination 
of a LEG "type with the L inverted to "Jf & common error, and 
the T7^ of a YIRTVS legend. As he says, however, 'The obverse 
i s the key.' 
Boon's die linked antoniniani ffom L i t t l e Orme and Penard ( h i s 
nvmbers 77 and 78) show the very great discrepancies i n w e i ^ t 
which can e x i s t between these early coins. I n t h i s case the 
former i s 9*55 gm; the l a t t e r only 2,88 gm, l e s s than one 
th i r d as heavy. This i s c e r t a i n l y an extreme example but 
variations of up to KXJfo are common enough and must r e f l e c t 
the r e l a t i v e unimportance of accurately weighed flans i n a h a s t i l y 
produced new coinage which was following on from the production 
to 
of the smaller barbarous radiates. These same to coins which 
Boon uses provide evidence, 'of the natural dispersal of early 
orthodox coin from a centre f a r to the east, rather than of the 
dissemination of counterfeit material produced i n north or south 
Wales.' I t i s not possible to show where t h i s centre was or, 
indeed, to show that i t need have been anywhere other than 
London i t s e l f . Unlike the very small centre of purely localised 
forgery, workshops producing these coarse early coins are more 
credible when regarded as having been under some degree of 
surveilance, especially i f there was the organised interplay 
of superior obverse and i n f e r i o r reverse dies. This would have 
been easier i f a l l the coins were produced at or near the one 
central point of distribution, London, and the London mint would 
have grown naturally from such a beginning. 
I t i s not possible to be certain or dogmatic i n the matter of 
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the early Uarausian antoniniani. There w i l l always remain an 
element of s u b j e c t i v i t y i n the assessment of these coins. 
The basic c r i t e r i a on which they ought to be so assessed must 
be the standard of the obverse portrait and legend. Clearly a 
coin which bore a po r t r a i t which looked nothing l i k e Carausius 
and, more p a r t i c u l a r l y , a legend from which i t was not apparent 
by whose authori-fy t h i s coin, had been issued could never have 
had any sort of approval from Carausius. By comparison to 
major deficiencies of t h i s sort, the mis-spelling of reverse 
legends or the mis-association of reverse type and legend seem 
of limited significance and i n s u f f i c i e n t grounds, i n themselves, 
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on which to /fondemn a coin. Die axes also seem too s l i g h t a 
c r i t e r i o n without the decisive factor of a sub standard obverse. 
Copying did not suddenly stop at some point when Carausius' 
Q 
mint .was s u f f i c i e n t l y well established. As Boon points out"^, 
however, the, 'rough coins with good obverses' that have mint-
marks 'must be coionterfeits, because the o f f i c i a l mints, by 
the period of those marks i had settled down to a good 
and consistent standard of production.' He refers to, 'the 
continuing application to the tools of the i r trade' of the now 
o f f i c i a l redundant surplus coiners as the reason for these 
copies. Copies of the coins are, i n fact, uncommon. The 
commonest mark to be copied i s , which of-ten turns out 
a.a . This may indicate something of a b r i e f wave of 
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u n o f f i c i a l production, perhaps by the redundant moneyers 
mentioned by Boon, shortly a f t e r the coinage has otherwise been 
s t a b i l i s e d . I t would, presumably, have been j u s t such an 
outbreak as t h i s that would have prompted rigorous enforcement 
of the laws against counterfeiting. The incidence of copying 
F /0 
c e r t a i n l y declined very sharply after the time of the ^ 
iss u e s . 
SIMPLE SCHEMA. 
V6 
GOOD 
MLXXI 
COAHSE 
BABBAROUS 
This i s tentative rather than proven but, despite the 
exceptions, seems to r e f l e c t the general pattern of the e a r l i e r 
coinage of Carausius. Some copies are better than others. One 
coin, for example,"'"^ has with a reasonable PAX AVG revers 
but an obverse legend reading DIP C CAVSIVS P r AVG. 
I t i s therefore, unreasonable to r e j e c t a l l but the very best 
of Carausius' early coins. The die axes of a sizeable sample 
of Carausian coins from Richborough, exclusive of i l l e g i b l e or 
barbarous material are given below to show the variation which 
does e x i s t and the dangers of laying too much emphasis on t h i s 
as a c r i t e r i o n for legitimacy. 
RICHBOROUGH COINS. DIE AXES 
I f f 
CARAUSIUS ^ T H 
1 91 259 96 
LOUDON 49 128 . 26 
C MINT 2 45 . 5 
s/p s/c 2 56 . 5 
ALLECTUS (ANT'S) 
LONDON 8 57 . 5 
C MINT 0 26 . 4 
('QUIN'S') 
LONDON 9 29 . 2 
C MINT 5 40 . 4 
This provides a general impression and i t i s clear that some 
severe variations from a v e r t i c a l axis do occur throughout 
the period, but that they are much more common for the 
early, unmarked coinage. I t may be that the 96 unmarked coins, 
which d i f f e r to no great extent s t y l i s t i c a l l y from the other 550, 
ought to be rejected as completely u n o f f i c i a l , but the 45° 
margin that has been allowed for variation from the v e r t i c a l 
i s a purely a r b i t r a r y figure. A few degrees either way and the 
figures are completely different. The degree of die axis 
v a r i a t i o n i s simply another possible factor to t i p the balance 
i n favour of, or against a coin. There remains only the 
standard of execution of the obverse die as the one main 
c r i t e r i o n on v/hich to judge these early coins and even t h i s 
must remain subjective, based on experience examining hoards 
and s i t e finds. 
Mint System 
The mint system of Carausius has been something of a vexed 
question since Stukeley's day. I t poses more problems than 
that of Allectus but seems certain l y l e s s complex than has 
usually been imagined. The proliferation of marks on the 
coins does not necessitate a corresponding proliferation of 
Carausian mints. Many of the marks may be dismissed as 
i r r e g u l a r or misread a l t h o u ^ these have often been taken i n 
the past to be indicating of new mints. For Allectus the 
picture i s r e l a t i v e l y simple with only two basic distinguishing 
l e t t e r s to consider. V i r t u a l l y a l l Allectus' coins bear marks 
incorporating either a C or an L. These have c l e a r l y been 
adopted from the developed Carausian system and may, thus, be 
l e f t to f a l l into place when that has been investigated. 
Carson says,''"^ 'The plethora of mint marks can readily be 
divided into mint groups ' and 'With the exception of the 
unusual marks RSR and a second group R or OPR, the substantive 
marks f a l l into two main groups containing either the l e t t e r 
L or C . He also discusses the large group of Carausian coins 
without any mark at a l l . This would give fi v e groups for 
consideration. Of these the most straightforward i s that 
incorporating L into the mark. 'There seems no reason to 
dispute the attribution of coins with marks including the 
l e t t e r L to a mint' at London, by t h i s time certainly the most 
important c i t y i n B r i t a i n , ' The sequence of the issues i s 
discussed below, - i t seems beyond question that a London mint 
produced these L coins. I t i s the one c i t y which certainly 
issued coins for subsequent r u l e r s and i t was the obvious 
choice for the mint of the gold coins i n particular and at 
l e a s t some of the other coinage i n general. 
The group of coins which bear no marks i n the f i e l d or exergue 
i s considerable, even a f t e r allowing for the element of copying. 
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Carson made a case for locating the mint of these unmarked 
coins at Boulogne. "The se r i e s of silvercoins both with mark 
RSR and without mark, and the long s e r i e s of unmarked b i l l o n and 
most probably the gold without mark were produced at a mint i n 
Boulogne." This has been discussed already as regards the 
gold and s i l v e r which seem almost certainly to have i n fact, 
come from the London mint. There seems no particular reason 
to identify the unmarked bronze coins with a Boulogne mint. 
Carson used hoard evidence to indicate a greater concentration 
of unmarked coins i n hoards polarising towards the south east 
of B r i t a i n and thus to h i s supposed mint at Boulogne. As has 
been shown above, however, there i s no such polarisation but 
unmarked coins occur j u s t as frequently i n hoards found 
considerable distances aws^ from the south east as they do i n 
hoards from that area. The s i t e finds tend to be even l e s s 
well documented than the hoards but they do provide usefva pointers 
i f not conclusive proofs. Many s i t e s have yielded a few 
Carausius or Allectus coins but comparatively few s i t e s have 
yielded many coins. The table below gives the figures for 
s i x major s i t e s taking into consideration only such coins as 
are s u f f i c i e n t l y well preserved to enable an accurate reading. 
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This means that a number of pieces which are c l e a r l y 
Carausian or Allectan have been l e f t out the reckoning 
because of t h e i r overall condition. The general impression 
which these tables provide supports that provided by a 
consideration of the hoard evidence. Corbridge i s rather 
exceptional with only about one i n four unmarked coins, but this 
may be because i t was the only place on the northern frontier 
receiving any sizeable supplies of Carausian coinage at a l l , 
which may, i n turn, have begun rather l a t e r i n the reign than 
was the case for the other s i t e s . Inevitably different surveys 
of t h i s sort w i l l produce different sets of figures i n point of 
d e t a i l but the pattern of unmarked coins being found i n much 
the same numbers throughout most of B r i t a i n , save the 
northern f r o n t i e r , seems to hold good, and, therefore, does not 
support the location of the i r mint at Boulogne, 
US-
ANALYSIS OF MARKS 
CARAVSIVS ST ALBANS:RICHBOROUGH CORBRIDGE •CAEBSraiT CAERLEON :mOXE!l 
1 
ML 13 • 51 5 2 1 6 
L I 
ML 2 a 8 4 0 . 1 1 
F/O 
ML 16 e 47 12 9 . 1 2 
B/E 
MLXXl 10 « 38 13 4 . 4 1 
s/p 
MLXXl 11 • 33 . 8 2 , 4 1 
s/p 
ML 2 • 13 6 1 . 0 0 
(+35 'London) 
1 
C 9 • 16 8 2 . 1 2 
1 
MC 1 • 3 0 0 . 0 0 
s/p 
c 3 • 14 4 2 . 3 . 
0 
s/c 
c 1 • 2 2 0 ,. 1 . 1 
s/c 8 0 9 2 1 . 0 . 2 
s/p 2 • 32 9 3 . 0 . 2 
RSR 2 • 1 0 0 . 1 , 0 
BRl 0 • 2 1 0 . 0 . 0 
'ROUEN' 0 • 4 0 2 . 0 , 1 
1 105 • 408 28 37 . 14 . 14 
OTHER ^XX ' MLXXl ' RP'' SP^ 
ALLECTVS 
S/P 
ML 
S/A 
ML 
s/p 
C 
1 
QL 
1 
QC 
5 
8 
5 
14 
18 
( 9 ' ' ^ ) 
M S L J 
25 . 
40 
43 
4 
2 
6 
2 
2 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
0 
5 
1 
0 
0 
2 
2 
3 
1 
3 
The unmarked coins need not necessarily have been minted 
at the same place as t h e i r gold and s i l v e r counterparts 
but i t has always been extremely probable that this was so 
and Carson has grouped them a l l together as the products of 
h i s Boulogne mint. He, having located the mint of the 
unmarked coins there, also deems i t the source of the RSR 
coins. The case for the association of xinmarked and RSR 
has already been made and the l i n k between the unmarked 
antoninianus and the RSR aureus confirms the close association 
between a l l these coins, including the bronze. There seems 
to be a very strong case for locating the mint which produced 
a l l the unmarked coins and also the RSR coins a t London, and 
very l i t t l e . t o support the view that they were produced at 
Boulogne. 
I n an a r t i c l e of 1885 there i s a discussion of counter-
marked Claudian coins as 'monetae castrenses' reissued a t 
Boulogne to pay for the B r i t i s h Expedition. These, i t i s 
s u g g e s t e d , w e r e not the only 'monetae castrenses' from 
Boulogne. 'M Peuardent attribue l e meme caractere a un 
c e r t a i n nombre de monnaies de Carausius, dont 1'aspect est 
tout a f a i t different des autres, et qui ne portent pas 
d'indice d ' a t e l i e r monetaire Malheureusement cette 
attribution .... manque jusqu'a present des caracteres 
d'une certitude absolue que des decouvertes u l t e r i e r e s 
/oumirent peut-etre'. This cannot r e f e r to the unmarked 
coins that have j u s t been discussed, despite the description, 
'qui ne porte pas I'indice d'atelier monetaire'. I t must 
r e f e r to the group of coins which have come to be associated 
with the town of Rouen because so many of them were discovered 
near there; a discovery i n which Peuardent himself was 
closely involved. That they are such coins i s indicated 
by th e i r being described as, 'dont 1'aspect est tout a 
f a i t different des autres,' which i s only true of the 'Rouen' 
group. These coins are discussed further below; for the 
present i t must be observed that the non 'Rouen' unmarked 
coins show a marked s i m i l a x i l ^ to coins demonstrably struck 
at London but none whatever to the 'Rouen' group which seems 
ce r t a i n l y to have been struck somewhere i n Gaul i f not at 
Rouen i t s e l f . This does not seem at a l l a probably 
consequence of the existence of the Boulogne mint as 
envisaged by Carson. 
The distribution of the unmarked antoniniani i n B r i t a i n does 
not support t h e i r attribution to Boulogne. The distribution 
evidence of continental finds i s overwhelming. This has 
been seen i n the case of hoards and i s equally true of 
single finds. I t i s inconceivable to envisage a mint 
situated for any great part of Carausius reign at Boulogne, 
which was so f a r orientated to catering for B r i t i s h needs 
that, to my knowledge, not one unmarked coin has been 
recorded from a continental hoard or single find. Carson 
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and Kent observe , 'the point of view that the channel i s 
a b a r r i e r i s due to modem h i s t o r i c a l prejudice, whereas, 
under the empire, i t was a means of communication and 
coinage would have been more e a s i l y supplied to Northern 
France by water than overland from T r i e r . ' This i s said i n 
dealing with the unmarked Tetrarchic f o l l e s but i t would 
be ridiculous to suppose a mint would be maintained by 
Carausius a t Boulogne from which to ship coins over to 
B r i t a i n . A, durable and significant Boulogne mint must go 
hand i n hand with a durable and signif i c a n t foothold i n 
G a l l i c t e r r i t o r y and a concomitant coin distribution, and 
t h i s i s very c l e a r l y not the case. The attribution of 
the unmarked f o l l e s has i t s e l f been seen to depend on the 
operation of a Boulogne mint by Carausius. Bastien^^ 
advocates the attribution of both Carausius unmarked coins 
and these f o l l e s to Boulogne and points out.,, i n support of 
h i s view, the importance of the place and Constantius' need 
to produce coinage for h i s troops, 'mais l e s a t e l i e r s de 
Londinium a t Camulodunum ne pouvaient etre en mesure de 
fabriquer immediatement ces nouvelles especes. I I 
f a l l a i t done creer, a proximite des troupes, un a t e l i e r 
apte a foumir rapidement l e s f o l l e s necessaires.' He 
takes i t that Carausius issued coins from Boulogne for the 
whole of h i s reign as t h i s would strongly support h i s case 
^ y \ for the f o l l e s . 'La s e r i e de moibaies frappees a Boulogne 
montre que 1' a t e l i e r a fonctionne de 286 a 293'* Sutherland ' 
conveniently summarises previous discussion on this problem 
and concludes that Bastien was right i n his assertion that 
the f i r s t group of unmarked f o l l e s was produced i n Gaul i n 
preparation for use i n a recovered B r i t a i n , but that they 
were produced at Lyons; not at Boulogne. 
The number of places l i k e l y to have been the s i t e of 
Carausius' 'c' mint i s usually narrowed down to two. 
Colchester and Bitteme, although others such as Cirencester 
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have been suggested. Stukeley has been credited with 
the attribution, of these coins to a mint at Bitteme 
(Clausentun), ' I think the balance of evidence certainly 
t i l t s i n favour of Stvikeley's suggestion, Clausentum 
( B i t t e m e ) ; i t i s one of those few cases i n which h i s 
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i n t u i t i o n was triumphantly right' A closer examination 
of h i s book, however, shows that i n f a c t , Stukeley only 
attributes the one coin with CLA i n the exergue to a mint 
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a t Clausentum. This coin i s now l o s t and no other 
example bearing these l e t t e r s i s known. As for the ordinary 
C coins Stukeley does not attribute them to Clausentum 
but says, 'C i n the exergue shows the place where the coin 
was struck, the mint at Cateiractonium, Thomborough at 
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Cateric i n Yorkshire.' This he proceeds to describe at 
some length and associates i t with Carausius' supposed 
Scottish expedition. Stukeley greatly exaggerates the 
importance of Caterick at t h i s time and the evidence i n 
no way suggests a mint i n the north of B r i t a i n . 
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Mattingly argues strongly i n support of a Clausentum 
mint but does so from dubious premises. To argue, as he 
does, that m i l i t a r y and naval types indicate that the mint 
must be r i g h t on hand for troops or f l e e t s i s a non sequitur. 
I n any case h i s point that the f l e e t was, 'partly based on 
( s i c ) the I s l e of Wight' i s no guarantee that Clausentum 
achieved a sudden importance under Carausius. There i s 
also the point that the RSR coins, which Mattingly l i n k s 
with the C coins as different from the London ones, have been 
I2a 
shown to have been struck a t London themselves, Carson 
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leaves the question open ^ while admitting that Colchester 
i s the more l i k e l y place, 'on grounds of sheer probability.'^^ 
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Webb had expressed s i m i l a r uncertainty but decided on the 
adoption of Colchester for h i s catalogue. He tentatively 
comments that, 'Clausentum was not so large a station that 
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one would expect to f i n d i t a mint c i t y , ' There i s no 
evidence to suggest that there was a sudden upsurge i n the 
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importance of the place at that time, Cunliffe sees 
i t s period of importance as much l a t e r , dating the construc-
tion of i t s walls to the 370's and suggesting that i t , 
'probably took over the role of Portchester i n the 
Theodosian schema.' I t i s hard to imagine such a place, 
unwalled and presumably overshadowed completely as a f l e e t 
base by Portchester, of known third century date, as the 
s i t e of a major mint, Haverfield was quite adamant about 
t h i s point, 'This idea may be wholly discarded .... Neither 
i n a fo r t nor inra l i t t l e country town would the Roman 
government have established an i n s t i t u t i o n which i t 
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guarded so jealously and r e s t r i c t e d so narrowly.' To 
equate Carausius with the Roman Government perhaps 
s a c r i f i c e s accuracy for effect but the point s t i l l stands. 
The evidence of finds does not support the s i t i n g of a 
mint at Clausentum. Excavation has not been extensive and 
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the coin y i e l d has been small. ^ 'There i s i n any case a 
gap i n the thi r d centuiy u n t i l c350-70, This r a i s e s a 
problem as i t i s i n t h i s period that Clausentum has been 
regarded as a possible base used by Carausius and the s i t e 
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perhaps of a mint operated by him.' The question thus 
remains open as to whether there was even significant 
occupation of the s i t e at th i s time, l e t alone a mint. A 
few Carausian coins have been found there but the numbers 
are generally too few to be decisive and remain compatible 
with no proper occupation of the s i t e at a l l . Some of 
the current excavators have claimed, i n their enthusiasm 
to prove they have a mint town on th e i r hands, that the 
evidence of hearths for smelting which have recently come 
to l i g h t strongly supports this proposition. Quite apart 
from the lack of any accurate date for these hearths, i t i n 
no way follows that a smelting hearth means mint a c t i v i t y 
j u s t because mint a c t i v i t y ought to mean there would have 
been a smelting hearth. The excavation report emphasises 
the fragmentary state of our knowledge of the s i t e and 
leaves the mint question open. 'There may exist a building 
a mint and occupation which would support a Carausian use 
of the port. I t can only be said that at the present they 
have not been found.'^^ I t seems most unlikely that they 
ever w i l l . 
The evidence from Colchester i s not a great deal more 
convincing on the face of i t . Many more coins of Carausius 
and Allectus have been found there but this i s only to be 
expected as i t was much bigger and has been much more 
extensively excavated. The Colchester hoard produced a 
large number of Carausius and Allectus coins but thei r mint 
distribution simply r e f l e c t s a typ i c a l cross section of 
the coinage and i n no way constitutes any sort of proof 
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that there was a mint a t Colchester. I t has been objected 
that Colchester i s too near London to have been the s i t e 
of a second mint. Clausentum i s not a great deal further 
away. Carausius would have s i t e d the sources of his coinage 
i n r e l a t i o n to the distribution of h i s forces. This rules 
out the location of a mint i n the northern half of the 
is l a n d . Clausentum does square with an occupation of the 
Saxon shore system but had i t not been for the l e t t e r C 
on the coins t h i s would have seemed a very unlikely 
candidate for a mint town. Colchester i s the much more 
obvious choice although i t would seem to duplicate the mint 
at London for no very good reason. Merrifield i s , perhaps, 
a l i t t l e harsh on London i n saying'^J 'this must r e f l e c t 
the r e v i v a l of Colchester to something more nearly 
approaching i t s former glory, with some corresponding 
diminution of the importance of London'. London was now 
the seat of an emperor, a l b e i t a usurping one who may have 
wished to have a second mint town near enough to h i s 
princ i p a l c i t y to be \mder close surveilance but i n a l e s s 
vulnerable situation. Colchester was an important place 
which may have had some tradition of l o c a l coining on vrtiich 
to enlarge."^ I t was not so vulnerable to attack as a 
south coast s i t e nor i n the hands of a strong detatchment 
of troops who might stage a coup and communications by land 
and sea were good. Apart from the actual occurence of the 
l e t t e r C these coins d i f f e r i n styl e somewhat from thei r 
counterparts with the L marks. This i s discussed i n some 
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d e t a i l by Laffranchi'"^ as a factor i n the argument about 
the attribution of unmarked Tetrarchic f o l l e s . His basic 
point i s that the differences between Carausius' and 
espec i a l l y Allectus* London and Colchester coins, i n 
par t i c u l a r those of l e t t e r form, are.not reflected i n the 
uzunarked f o l l e s and so the sole mint i n London by the time 
of t h e i r production was London. He c i t e s Voetter's view 
that the unmarked f o l l e s were produced at Colchester i n 
order to disprove i t . Sutherland's treatment allows 
that some of these f o l l e s may i n f a c t have been struck a t 
Colchester. This shows that these differences between C 
coins, and L coins are not so very clear cut. Voetter's 
o r i g i n a l view that a l l Carausius' and Allectus' C coins 
were struck a t London deserves to be reconsidered. Re 
himself abandoned the idea^^ and i t does not seem to have 
been revived since, but, i n many ways, i t i s the most 
at t r a c t i v e solution to the problem of the location of the 
C mint. 
The attribution of a l l Carausius' and Allectus' coins, save 
the 'Rouen' issue and the irregular pieces, to the one 
London mint sounds too simple to be true. There seems, 
however, l i t t l e that can be said against i t . llarks i n the 
exergue usually indicate different sources of mintage so 
that the C and L coins ought to come from different places. 
This remains the strongest argument against a subdivided 
London mint. I t has been shown that the proliferation of 
mints which some would suggest for Carausius must be 
curtailed. Allectus' coinage provides the more r e l i a b l e 
guide to the output of the mint or mints as by then the 
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coinage system was f u l l y developed and the production of 
i r r e g u l a r pieces had v i r t u a l l y ceased. Allectus issued C 
and L coins and was c l e a r l y maintaining the essenti£ds of 
the Carausian system. The demand for coinage cannot have 
dropped a great deal a f t e r Allectus' accession stnd as the 
numbers of h i s coins surviving are concomitant with the 
production of one main mint, t h i s may be said to apply 
equally to the coinage of Carausius once the question of 
the early irregular pieces was overcome. This removes a l l 
the problems concerned with the attribution of a second 
mint to Clausentum, Colchester or anyr/here else. I t 
would s u i t current thinking on the question of the unmarked 
f o l l e s to have a subdivided London mint. I t would make i t 
easier to account for the occurence of exceptional pieces 
such as the C denarii as mistakes or freaks caused by 
interplay within one mint. This would also f i t into the 
general pattern of post recovery coinage for although there 
are no o f f i c i n a marks on the subsequent London coins, their 
numbers were often s u f f i c i e n t to have j u s t i f i e d two officinae.^^ 
The SC and SP coins need not hang on an uncertain limb but 
become part of the pattern within the one mint. Webb'^ ' 
suggested that the SC coins were akin to Colchester pieces 
and the SP coins to London ones, but he was aware of the 
"numerous exceptions' to t h i s scheme. Carson'^ takes both 
SC and SP together, 'We may include as p a r a l l e l to the 
the marks SC and SP. They may of course represent issues 
of another mint or mints, but i f this i s so, these vrere 
mints of short-lived a c t i v i t y , for the coinage with these 
i s not extensive and both marks span the obverse 
i n s c r i p t i o n change the s t y l i s t i c resemblance to the 
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C coins i s greater.' Dr Robertson"^ i s happy to accept 
a separate mint of origin for these coins but their 
paucity seems a convincing argument against that view. 
The variations of st y l e are not so veiy great and the 
exceptions and overlaps a l l suggest a single mint rather 
than several different ones. This would render a certain 
amount of cross influence or error between subdivisions 
quite credible. Coins e x i s t with ^^^-^ and there i s a 
coin, from Corbridge with as well as others which 
have such 'mistakes' but which are otherwise perfectly 
orthodox i n appearance. I t may be said that such mistakes 
could a r i s e simply because of the C coinage i n cir c u l a t i o n 
have s u f f i c i e n t influence on the subconscious of an 
engraver at a separate mint. That seem much l e s s l i k e l y 
but the point, as yet, lacks the strong support of die 
linking between the two groups. There remains doubt as to 
where the C coins were struck but London seems the 
strongest candidate with Colchester the obvious place i f 
a separate mint i s deemed to have been used. 
The tiny group of coins bearing the exergual l e t t e r s BRI 
remains to complete the attribution of a l l Carausius' 
B r i t i s h coinage. 
One of the antoniniani of Carausius discovered during the 
excavations at Wroxeter i n 1925^^ bears the hitherto^^ 
unrecorded mint-mark BRI. Very shortly after i t s discovery 
a second coin bearing t h i s mint-mark was discovered, t h i s 
time i n the stock of a London d e a l e r . T w o main 
theories^^ were offered, at the time, i n explanation 
of these l e t t e r s , one of which was, to some extent, 
suggested and supported by the provenance of the f i r s t 
coin. This i s the theory of H i l l who expands BRI to 
BRICONIVM which, he argues, i s an alternative form of the 
Roman name for Wroxeter. There, where the f i r s t of these 
two pieces was found, he locates the mint of origin. He 
c i t e s copious extracts from Haverfields' discussion of 
the name^^ and appeals to various other sources of proof 
that B and V were interchangeable. .As he says such 
interchange i n the East 'was so common as to c a l l for no 
remark' and we may note that the instances where this 
occurs on B r i t i s h inscriptions,have recently been 
conveniently l i s t e d by J C Mann^^. H i l l thei^ has been 
at great pains to try and prove that this form of the 
name i s a possible one, but i n so doing he has missed the 
point. 
The other main theory, which may be i n i t i a l l y associated 
with Webb^^, takes up the expansion of BRI into BRITANNIA. 
H i l l , i n saying ' I f and when a coin of Carausius with 
BRIT i n the exergue i s found, I s h a l l be ready to admit 
that I am wrong,' places the onus on supporters of the 
BRITANNIA theory to substantiate the i r expansion with 
further, more positive evidence. He has himself admitted, 
however, that t h e i r s i s the obvious expansion and so the 
onus must c l e a r l y r e s t upon supporters of his view to 
prove, not that BRICONIVM i s a possible name for Wroxeter, 
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but that BRI i s a probable abbreviation for BRICONIVM. 
I t would surely have i n large measure defeated the 
object of putting a mint-mark on a coin i f i t was not 
immediately apparent what i s represented. I t may be said, 
as a general r u l e , that i n the case of abbreviated forms 
meant to be meaningful to a more or l e s s widespread 
public, that the most obvious expansion may be presumed 
correct i n the absence of strong evidence to the contrary. 
This has application to the interpretation of RSR on the 
coins of Carausius. Had an abbreviation been sought to 
indicate the mint of BRICONIVM then i t would have been 
much more l i k e l y to be BRC, than BRI, precisely to avoid 
any ambiguity or confusion over the correct significance 
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of the l e t t e r s . ^ ' 
Webb adduces i n support of his view^^ a p a r a l l e l from the 
coinage of Gallienus for the abbreviated name of a province 
rather than a mint town being found i n the exergue of 
coins. This appeal to the evidence of coins from S i s c i a 
i s r e a l l y as superfluous as H i l l ' s appeal to Eastern 
practise i n the case of B and V. Carausius i s not at a l l 
l i k e l y to have been influenced by th i s rare departure 
from normal practise because he probably never knew of i t . 
As Webb says, ' i t was by no means impossible that a man 
who diverged so much from common practise as did Carausius 
might use the name of B r i t a i n or part of i t as a mint 
mark.' The st y l e of the coins i s similar to that of early 
London pieces when the use of a mint-mark was beginning. 
As H i l l , himself, point out, i f we accept BRITANNIA i s the 
correct expansion then 'the sequence: no mint-mark — ? 
BRI > l o c a l mint-mark, would be l o g i c a l ' . The 
s i m i l a r i t y i n s t y l e mentioned above to these London pieces 
supports t h i s sequence but H i l l r a i s e s an objection to the 
r e l i a b i l i t y of such a sequence: 'Seeing that some at 
l e a s t of the coins which their types and legends show to 
belong to the very beginning of the reign (such as 
EXPECTATE VENI and ADVENT7S AUG) are mint-marked, i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to accept the view that the coins without any 
mint-mark necessarily precede the mint-marked ones.' 
There i s thus no need to f e e l such doubts about the logic 
of the above sequence on the grounds of inconsistent 
behaviour i n Carausius mint marks as a whole. 
So f a r the discussion has been confined to the evidence 
of two coins, of which only one i s provenanced. This 
was the state of things u n t i l comparatively recently when 
several new discoveries of BRI coins have been made, 
enabling a broader outlook on the question. A f u l l l i s t 
of the currently known specimens i s given. 
THE COINS 
1) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust right, radiate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG transverse sceptre. 
RIC 1087 24 mm ? gm found WROXETEK 
notes cf- note 40 obv = 5 = 5 = 6 
2) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust right, radiate, 
draped and cuirassed. 
R) SALVS AVG ~ Salus stg l e f t with 
v e r t i c a l sceptre, feeding 
serpent r i s i n g from a l t a r . 
RIC 1095 22.5 mm 4*1 gm no provenance 
notes cfl note 40 . 
3) 0) BSP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust right, radiate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) PAX AVG v e r t i c a l sceptre. 
RIC 22 X 20 mm 3.9 gm found CORBRIDGE 
notes This coin i s unpublished and i s now i n the B r i t i s h 
Museum a f t e r i t s discovery amidst the general mass of 
unpublished Corbridge material. 
OBV= 1 = - 5 = 6 
4 ) 0 ) DIP CARAVSIVS PP AVG bust right, radiate, draped 
and cxiirassed. 
R) fSALVS A V G J ~ Salus s t g . l e f t , a l t a r before. 
RIC ? 22 X 20 mm 3.3 gm found RICHBOROUGH 
notes cf.Seaby's Coin and Medal B u l l e t i n No.643. 1972. 
v o l . 3 , p.101. 
5) 0 ) IMP CAHAVSIVS PF AVG bust right, radiate, draped 
and cuirassed. 
R) [SALV] S AVG ~ as no .2 . 
RIC 1093 25 X 21 mm 4 .27 gm found RICHBOROUGH 
notes Unpublished: discovered by the author during a 
recent examination of the Carausian material from 
Richborough. O b v = l = " 3 = : 6 
6) 0) IMP CARAVSIVS PF AVG bust right, radiate, draped 
and cuirassed 
R) [SALV] S AVG ^  as l a s t . 
RIC 1095 21 mm ? gm no provenance 
notes This i s from a cast i n the Ashmolean Museum made 
i n 1947* The coin i s no longer traceable but was then ' 
i n the possession of Mr F Baldwin. 
o b v = 1 = 5 = 5 
7) cf.N.C I ser. vol . 1 1 , pp.112 f f . f o r a report of 
coins foxind a t Strood which include what must be an 
inadequately described BRI coin. This i s no longer 
traceable. 
Only one obverse legend i s used throughout and this i s 
from the f i r s t h a l f of the reign on the basis of Carson's 
chronology, which s u i t s the attribution to reasonably 
early London issues. I n fact four of the coins share the 
same obverse die so the s i x coins produce only three 
different obverse dies but s i x different reverses. Small 
though these nmbers. are they now seem suf f i c i e n t to 
indicate that t h i s was no freak issue, and there i s nothing 
i n the s t y l e of any of these coins to suggest that they 
were 'irregular' pieces. The s i m i l a r i t y mentioned above 
between these coins and early London pieces seems particul£u:ly 
marked i n the case of the legionary antoniniani, although 
as yet, no positive die^link between such a coin and one 
of these has been established. The limited variety of 
types, the obverse die linking of pieces so widely 
distributed, the s t y l i s t i c s i m i l a r i t i e s noticed and the 
sheer paucity of surviving specimens combine to suggest 
a short-lived o f f i c i a l issue which was quickly superceded 
by coins with the common mint-marks. 
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The distribution of these few surviving specimens 
argues against the s i t i n g of a short-term l o c a l mint at 
Wroxeter. Such an issue i s much more l i k e l y to have 
achieved such widespread distribution from the main 
centre of supply, presumably London. A l o c a l mint, by 
i t s very nature, would have only been established to 
meet l o c a l needs hence a much more circumscribed 
distribution would be expected. 
There i s the p o s s i b i l i t y that the mark refers not simply 
to BRITANNIA but to a subdivision ofvthe province. There 
i s no v i s i b l e indication on any of the coins that the BR 
i s to be taken separately from the I but that i s not 
important. BR I could not readily mean BRITANNIA INFERIOR 
as this would necessitate the existence of a mint i n 
Northern B r i t a i n for which there i s no other evidence. 
To see i t as a reference to BRITANNIA PRIMA would s u i t 
the idea that the coins s i m i l a r i t y to early London peices 
suggests they were struck there as London was i n Prima, 
but t h i s presvimes that the new provincial divisions had 
come into being by some time early i n Carausius' reign 
and t h i s i s f a r from certain. Yet another suggestion 
which has recently been raised^^ i s that the imprecise 
nature of t h i s mint mark may indicate that the coins are 
the product of a mint accompanying the imperial entourage. 
Why would Carausius move around so with an entourage i n 
which there was a mint unless he was on campaign or had no 
permanent capital? I f t h i s was so then h i s concern would 
be the issue of s u f f i c i e n t coin to meet the needs of the 
troops engaged i n the campaign and hence we would expect 
a much bigger survival rate and, incidentally, a l e s s 
e r r a t i c distribution pattern. 
The new evidence i s not conclusive. I t does however, 
strengthen the case that the ERI coins were a short-lived 
issue, early i n the reign, from the central mint at 
London, about the time of the legionary coins, which was 
superceded by issues bearing the more common marks. 
The one group of Carausian coins which i s so c l e a r l y 
d i s t i n c t from the r e s t i n evexy respect as to belie any 
attempt to include i t under the aegis of a common mint 
i s the so-called 'Rouen' group. The dist i n c t i v e style 
of these coins has been seen to be similar to that of the 
T e t r i c i . I t i s c l e a r l y very different from any of 
Carausius' other coins both as regards fabric and, 
pa r t i c u l a r l y , portraiture. I t i s almost suggestive of a 
die engraver who had never seen Carausius or h i s other 
coinage although he knew the name and t i t l e s well enough. 
The a r t i s t i c standard i s not low but everything points to 
thi s being an issue of an exceptional kind. Webb^^ i s 
rather sweeping i n h i s comment on these coins, 'Also 
we find that those coins of the B r i t i s h Emperor which were 
struck a t Rouen can by no means be mistaken for those of 
the other mints The l e t t e r i n g i s poor and the legends 
are often blundered. The exergual mark R i s sometimes to 
be found. I f fturther proof of the correctness of the 
attribution to Rouen be required i t w i l l be found i n the 
fact that a considerable hoard discovered at that c i t y 
^33 
consisted e n t i r e l y of these coins, and that they are found 
i n other parts of Prance but are scarce i n B r i t i s h hoards, 
though they were admitted to currency on this side of the 
channel.' Mattingly^^ perpetuates some of these falsehoods 
but suggests a different location for the mint, 'Such 
coins occur more f r e e l y i n finds there, they are more l i k e 
coins of the G a l l i c Empire and t h ^ have thei r own stock 
of coin-types, varying considerably from the B r i t i s h . 
There are a few marks - of mints ( ? ) R, OP, OPR. Webb 
thought that R stood for Rotomagus (Rouen) .... but 
CEu:rausius' chief stronghold on the continent was Gesoriacum 
(Boulogne) and i t seems impossible to deny that c i t y at 
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l e a s t a share i n the coinage.' Carson avoids most of 
the errors and opts, tentatively, for Rouen, 'One group of 
coins a l l of which are i n a consistent st y l e and 
derive from a single f i n d made i n Rouen, i s attributed to 
that c i t y . * . . ' A l l the known coins do not derive from the 
one Rouen hoard as several have been found on B r i t i s h 
s i t e s or i n B r i t i s h h o a r d s . I t i s f a r more misleading 
to claim a widespread distribution i n Northern France as 
there are no examples a t a l l from t h i s region apart from the 
Rouen hoard i t s e l f , and the doubts which surround the 
discovery of that hoard tend to weaken the ca«e for a 
Rouen mint. 
The distribution pattern i s no r e a l help i n locating the 
mint but i t s negative evidence helps to confirm that t h i s 
was an issue of no great s i z e or duration. The standard of 
execution, c r i t i c i s e d by Webb, and the general lack of 
>3f 
conformity with the r e s t of the coinage together with the 
limited number of dies known and sheer paucity of specimens 
make t h i s a certainty. Pax, the dominant theme of the r e s t 
of Carausius' numismatic propaganda, i s singularly out of 
place i n an emergency situation and i s indeed not found 
on any Rouen coins. As for the dies used, the limitations 
are most c l e a r l y reflected i n the gold series which i s 
almost as closely die linked as possible. This must have 
been one issue with the predominant message of CONCORDIA 
MILITVM. The antoniniani present a s i m i l a r picture on a 
larger s c a l e . An examination of a l l the specimens i n 
leading B r i t i s h and overseas collections has shown that 
t h i s s e r i e s i s i n no way as complex as suggested by the 
documentation i n RIC. Many of the v a r i e t i e s and 
i r r e g u l a r i t i e s l i s t e d there seem either mistakes or simply 
do not e x i s t . 
The sample of antoniniani was not complete to the same 
degree as for the s i l v e r denarii but was s u f f i c i e n t l y 
substantial to permit significant observations to be 
made. There was quite a variety of dies but a much larger 
incidence of die l i n k s than i n any other group of 
Carausian coins of comparable s i z e . Seventy s i x obverses 
i n a s u f f i c i e n t l y well preserved state to enable exact 
comparison were shown to have come from t h i r t y s i x obverse 
dies, but of these dies, one was common to seventeen of the 
coins; a vezy high rate of linkage. I n some cases the 
coins shared obverses and reverses i n such a way as to 
suggest that they were the only pair of dies of that type 
lis 
used i n t h i s short issue which was over before either wore 
out. The l i s t of reverses i s based only on coins actually 
examined. There are many dies for the TVTELA reverse, 
c l e a r l y the most important element i n t h i s coinage, but 
there are also many l i n k s spread through a l l the types. 
The variant legends show c l e a r l y examples of the predominance, 
i n some cases, of the vulgar form of a word over the 
c l a s s i c a l form. This had v i r t u a l l y ceased i n the r e s t of 
Carausius' coinage and i s yet a further pointer to the 
emergency conditions under which these coins must have been 
produced. The exergual l e t t e r s are limited to two types 
only; R on coins with the SALVS reverse, (which also 
occurs without any exergual l e t t e r ) and OPR only on the 
galley reverses. The great majority of these coins have no 
exergual l e t t e r s which lessens t h e i r importance i n locating 
the mint. 
As a further t e s t of die repetition a comparison was made 
between three random coins of the Rouen type from a 
private collection, and the original sample. One of the 
three coins was a completely new reverse type and did not 
share i t s obverse with any other coins, but the other two 
sheired both obverses and reverses with other coins. The 
issue seems to have been small but not so small that 
several thousands of antoniniani as well as some aurei 
could not have been produced. I t seems surprising therefore 
to think, ' i t presumably represents a short-lived issue 
from Rotomagus, another of the channel f l e e t bases, 
probably a f t e r the loss of Gesoriacum i n 293, '^^ Such 
lie 
an issue wfould seem to necessitate a prolonged defence of 
Rouen about which the ancient sources say nothing at a l l . 
They do, however dwell on the seige and capture of-
Boulogne which was c e r t a i n l y wrest from Carausius' 
grasp i n j u s t the sort of circumstances to precipitate 
such a coinage. To see Rouen as a s u f f i c i e n t l y strong 
centre of Carausian support to maintain the sort of 
resistance that would enable these coins to have been 
produced seems to be overestimating Carausius' continental 
power i n the face of l i t e r a r y and numismatic evidence. I t 
cannot be proved that these coins were minted at 
Boulogne but there the facts do f i t . I t was certainly i n 
Carausius' hands, beseiged and therefore deprived of any 
coin supply from B r i t a i n , and f i n a l l y captured. There i s 
a very strong case for Boulogne. 
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"ROPEN" COINS. REVERSES 
CONCOR MILIT x 1 
CVITAS MDBED x 1 
ECVITAS MVNBI^^x 5 ( a l l same obv and reverse dies; same 
obv as others) 
FIDES MILITVM x 5 ( a l l same obv and reverse dies:) 
PORTDNA RE x 2 same revs 
PORTVNA RED (baton) x 3 same revs 
PORTVNA RED ( ? ) x 1 
PORTVNA REDV x 2 same revs 
LAETITIA ^ X 3 same obvs and revs 
LAETITIA AVG x 2 same revs 
LETITIA X 2 same revs 
PRONTIA AVG x 1 . 
PROVIDE AVG X 2 same revs 
PROVIDENTU X 1 
PROVIDENTIA AVG x 1 
PRVIDEN AVG x 2 same obvs and revs 
SALVS AVG (2 f i g s ) x 1 
SALVS AVG (serp + a l t a r ) x 5 (same revs = 2 + 1 different) 
SABVS AVG (serp round a l t a r ) x 3 (same revs) 
SALVS AVG (aerp round s t a f f ) x 2 DIFFERENT DIES 
SALVS AVG ^. X 2 same revs 
SALVS I V I AV X 1 
SECDRITAS PER x 1 
SECHRITAS lERP x 5 same obvs and revs 
SECURITI PER X 1 
TEMPORDMPEL x 1 
TUTELA X 5 (= 2 0 + R; 2 obv; 1 d i f f ) 
TUTELA AVG x 2 same revs 
TUTELA AVG x 7 DIFFERENT 
TUTELA P X 4 (= 3 same rev + 1 d i f f ) 
VIRTVS AVG (2 f i g s ) x 1 
VIRTVI AVG (Mars) x 5 ( = 2 0 + R; 1 same rev; 1 d i f f ) 
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Sequence Marks 
The question of the sequence marks of Carausius and Allectus 
has been given the detailed attention of Robert Carson^^ 
with whose conclusions i t i s d i f f i c u l t to disagree. His 
systematic approach has led to a marked improvement on 
the ef f o r t s of e a r l i e r writers and the major turning points 
now seem indisputable, such as as Carausius' l a s t 
mark and Allectus' f i r s t . The turning point provided by 
the inclusion of a C for Caesar i n the obverse legend was 
cle v e r l y dated on the evidence of the two aurei which 
appear to mention the event to the time of Carausius' 
quinquennium. That t h i s i s a turning point seems clear 
enough despite the exceptions which are found (although 
these are not nearly as numerous as suggested by RIC) but 
as i t ho longer seems possible to date the aurei to the 
quinquennium i t i s impossible to give too precise a date 
on that basis. Carson wisely avoids s p e c i f i c a l l y attributing 
every substantive mark to a single year. He thus places 
^ and ^ i n the period 286-289 as they only occur 
i n conjunction with the e a r l i e r legend omitting the C. 
They are placed i n t h i s order i n adherence to the principle 
that the simplest form i s the e a r l i e s t . I t must be 
observed that by comparison to the other two the mark 
i s rare and cannot represent an issue of similar L M 
si z e or duration. 
The mark occurs with both forms of obverse legend MLXXI 
and therefore coincides with the transition. The addition 
of XXI i n the exergue must r e f l e c t some desire on 
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Carausius' part to express a conformity to the continental 
stan&rd, which i n turn was presumably an aspect of his 
general policy of fraternisation with the central emperor. 
Perhaps i t was i n such a context that he saw f i t to use 
the t i t l e Caesar i n h i s obverse legends, for he had been 
c a l l i n g himself Augustus from the outset, and continued to 
do so. I t occurs i n no f u l l e r version than the single 
l e t t e r C and as Carausius was soon to be using the much 
more suggestive t r i p l e G termination, i t may be that t h i s 
C was l i t t l e more than a conformity to the style current 
on the coins of Diocletian and Maximian. 
The next marks f a l l e a s i l y into place. ^ i s Allectus' 
f i r s t mark and, therefore, Carausius' l a s t . This leaves 
to f i l l the gap. Under Allectus there i s only 
as a substantive mark to follow the f i r s t one. 
occurs very much l e s s frequently which may mean i t was a 
short issue curtailed by the introduction of the new 
denomination marked with a Q at the end of the reign, or 
i t may simply be a variant. The C coins er i i i b i t only the 
one substantive mark under Allectus, ^  , before the new 
denomination i s introduced. | ^ occurs, but rarely. A 
simi l a r i f l e s s c l e a r picture obtains for these coins as 
for the L coins under Carausius. The change of obverse 
legend occurs during the span of the form of the mark. 
Some of the and coins have the e a r l i e r form of 
legend but only a small minority. ^ i s the only common 
early mark with and occuring very much l e s s 
frequently. ^ ^ j . presumably p a r a l l e l s t u t i s 
only found with the e a r l i e r form of the legend. i s 
the l a t e r Carausian mark of thi s group and the one which, 
as has been seen, c a r r i e s on under Allectus. 
The schema which emerges from th i s i s very l i t t l e different 
from that of Carson. The date of commencement of the use 
of marks has been delayed a l i t t l e i n order to f i t into 
the sequence the very great number of unmarked coins. 
The C coins then appear as a l a t e s t a r t e r once the 
coinage had got beyond the i n i t i a l teething troubles. The 
s l i g h t l y revised table shows what i s probably a s l i g h t l y 
too r i g i d scheme,but a plausible one which admits of an 
annual change and does no great violence to the basic 
framework established by Carson. 
1 
ML 
F/O 
ML 
B/E 
MLXXl s/p 
MLXXl 
S/P 
ML 
S/A 
ML 
1 
QL 
SATE c 
287/289 
289/290 1 c 
290/291 1 cxxi 
291/292 s/c c 
292/295 s/v s/c 
295/294 s/p c 
294/295 
295/296 1 QC 
T a r r i f i n g 
This has already been dealt with as regards the gold 
coins. I n the case of the antoniniani the question i s 
H E 
p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t as we are dealing with a coinage 
which progressed from an i n i t i a l i d e n t i f i c a t i o n with that 
of the G a l l i c Empire towards one with the post Aurelianic 
reform coinage then c i r c u l a t i n g i n the r e s t of the Roman 
empire; and struck i n a period during which there was a 
further major reform of the coinage. The s i l v e r coins of 
Carausius are d i f f i c u l t to f i t into any coherent picture. 
They did not p e r s i s t throu^out the reign and were not 
issued by Allectus. They are paralleled by no coins of 
Maximian or Diocletian as they predate their argentei by 
some years. 
Several solutions have been offered to t h i s problem, 
largely based on guess work. Of the XXI found on some 
antoniniani, 'The numerals are marks of value indicating 
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a r a t i o of 21 to the s i l v e r denarius' i s one opinion. 
This assumes that the XXI mark of value indicates the 
number of antoniniani which made up a theoretical larger 
denomination. Current thinking would regard i t as an 
indication of the value of the antoninianus expressed i n 
C O 
terms of theoretical smaller denominations. Carson"^ 
discusses the monetary decline from the time of the introduction 
of the antoninianus by Caracalla. This he does on the 
basis of the gold s i l v e r r a t i o which yields at the worst 
under Claudius I I the figures 1 : 576. He ci t e s coins of 
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Victorinus with V i n the reverse f i e l d as a possible 
indication that by t h i s time the antoninianus was valued 
a t f i v e denarii. This i s by no means certain. The XXI 
coins are also seen to have been valued at f i v e denarii 
with the numerals signifying a r a t i o of twenty s e s t e r t i i 
to the one antoninianus. Carson adduces Sutherland's 
argument^O concerning the value of the f o l l i s a f t e r 
Diocletian's reform to support t h i s view. The f i n a l figure 
based on the increased weight and fineness of the reformed 
coins comes out at 236 antoniniani to the aureus. 
This post-Aurelianic reform coinage i s scarce i n B r i t i s h 
s i t e finds and, with a few exceptions, i n hoards. Pre-
reform coins, p a r t i c u l a r l y those of the G a l l i c Empire, 
p e r s i s t and are copied during the period down to 
Carausius. 'Britain, i t seems, was unwilling to accept 
the coinage of Aurelian's reform and Carausius yielded to 
i t s wishes, but under the peace of 29O s a c r i f i c e d f i n a n c i a l 
independence and came into the general imperial system.' 
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Mattingly expands t h i s i n h i s essay on the subject and 
argues that the reformed coins were generally at a 
premium over t h e i r predecessors, and p a r t i c u l a r l y so i n 
the case of coins of the G a l l i c emperors which were not 
s t r i c t l y legitimate i n the f i r s t place. He sees t h i s as 
fanning the flames of economic and general discontent i n 
the West which revealed i t s e l f i n the Bagandic movements, 
and sees i n the absence of the XXI from the only post 
reform coins issued by a western mint a t a c i t acknowledge-
ment of t h e i r l o c a l unpopularity. Presvmiably B r i t a i n s ' 
comparative i s o l a t i o n was why these coins remained 
unpopular and are found i n few hoards, although the Cross 
Hoard shows that the bulk consignments did come here. I t 
may be that t h i s i s another indication of the comparative 
dearth of troops i n the province. Mattingly's view c l e a r l y 
separates the pre-reform coins from thei r successors and 
gives them different values. George Boon^'^ suggests that 
the two types of coin were accepted at the same value, as 
Constantinian copies from the White Woman's Hole find 
were produced from quartered antoniniani with the post 
and pre-reform coins being treated equally for t h i s 
purpose. This i s based on an antoninianus of Tacitus ' 
which may be an exception. The c l e a r l y disparate survival 
rate of these two types of coins, however, must indicate 
they were o r i g i n a l l y of different values. I t has been 
suggested that Carausius may have re c a l l e d a l l the 
reformed coinage to h i s own advantage^^, but t h i s seems 
an unlikely explanation of i t s current absence as he 
would have been most unlikely to have imposed unfavourable 
terms of redemption at the outset of h i s reign. His 
early coinage shows cl e a r a f f i n i t y with the pre-reform 
coinage. I n any case there i s a marked absence of post 
reform coinage i n pre-Carausian deposits which could not 
have been affected by any r e c a l l of h i s . 
The early coins of Carausius are a microcosm of the 
Romano-British coinage as . a whole of the preceding three 
decades, ranging from pieces as good as the best of the 
G a l l i c Empire down to crude barbarous copies, though never 
to minims. 
The improvement i n the general standard of Carausius' 
coinage seems to have led quite naturally toward conformity 
with contemporary continental standards, especially as 
t h i s was suited to Carausius' p o l i c i e s towards the 
F/O 
central emperors, i s the l a t e s t mark which i s copied 
to any extensive degree and i t may be that with the event 
conformity of the J ^ ^ j mark, came a stringent repression 
of a l l forms of irregular production. There i s no great 
or obvious difference i n the nature of the coins which 
incorporate XXI into the mark. The transition i n terms 
of the quality of the coins seems to have been gradual 
rather than sudden and i t may be that Carausius was seeking 
to achieve by gradual but steady development what could 
not be imposed by an out and out reform. The interflow 
of Carausius' coinage and that from the continent must have 
been very limited so t h i s move ought probably to be seen 
as a t l e a s t as much p o l i t i c a l l y as economicably motivated. 
I t remains impossible to guess on what basis Carausius' 
and Allectus' coinage was recalled a f t e r the recovery i n 
296 as they were usurpers and there had been a major 
coinage reform during t h e i r usurpation. 
The absence of the value mark from Carausius' f i n a l 
issue and from Allectus' issues i s matched by no change 
i n the quality of the coins themselves and seems also to 
have been, primarily, a p o l i t i c a l move. Under Allectus 
what was c l e a r l y a new denomination was introduced which 
has generally been called the quinarius because of the 
l e t t e r Q found i n the exergue. This name may be 
convenient but does not convey anything very s i g n i f i c a n t 
about the r e l a t i v e value of t h i s smaller radiate piece. 
Webb draws attention to the sa l i e n t points^^ that, 'They 
are radiate, not laureate, their s i z e i s greater and t h e i r 
appearance different from the continental quinarii of the 
t h i r d century,' and he suggests that, 'they passed a t 
h a l f the value attached to the antoniniani.' I n a 
footnote he observes, 'Some authorities believe that these 
coins marked Q were issued i n an attempt to bring the 
B r i t i s h coinage into l i n e with the new continental system 
introduced under the reform of Diocletian 
I/!attingly^^ notes that these coins are, 'well below 
normal module though more than halves' and comments, 
' I f they were j u s t halves of the ordinary coins we should 
expect a laureate instead of a radiate head, and perhaps 
a greater variety of types. Further, Q, i f , as seems 
probable, i t equals Quinarius, i s not h a l f an 'antoninianus' 
worth two denarii (XX - l ) . The coins r e a l l y look as i f 
they are the l a s t issue of the reign when the great t r i a l 
of strength by sea was at hand. I n that case Allectus 
was right i n adopting the policy that Diocletian himself 
employed of reducing the nominal value of h i s standard 
coin." I n a footnote to t h i s he further observes, 
•Diocletian reduced by h a l f . I f Allectus did the same 
hi s own antoninianus would be one not two denarii.' 
Presumably the suggestion i s that current antoniniani were 
halved i n value so that the new coins would be h a l f of 
these and hence merit the name quinarius. Carson, 
presumably by accident, confuses the issues a l i t t l e 
with h i s description,^*^ 'These are the smaller coins with 
Ht7 
a laureate instead of a radiate portrait on the obverse.' 
His average weight for these coins at 2.68gm shows that 
by weight a t l e a s t they were more than h a l f antoniniani. 
' . . . i t i s not immediately obvious what the i r relation to 
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the radiate pieces w i l l have been' says Carson , again 
forgetting that these 'quinarii' themselves are radiate 
coins. They are c l e a r l y smaller and are i n any case 
c l e a r l y distinguished by the l e t t e r Q and their 
consistently d i s t i n c t i v e naval types. There are a few 
instances where the mint seems to have erred and produced 
'quinarius' types struck on antoninianus flans^9 which 
may have happened at the time of transition. These coins 
were c l e a r l y produced i n large numbers yet i t i s d i f f i c u l t 
to imagine such a limited range of types persisting for 
very long as the sole coinage. That i t was not struck 
early i n the reign seems clear enough from i t s absence from 
most of Allectus' hoards. Carausius'conformity was 
p o l i t i c a l l y rather than economically motivated but Allectus 
can surely have had no compelling p o l i t i c a l reason to 
p a r a l l e l the Diocletianic reform i n h i s own coinage. No 
usurper plans i n anticipation of h i s own elimination so 
the new coins were obviously intended for use aft e r a 
successful repulsion of the inevitable invasion attempt. 
I t must remain a p o s s i b i l i t y , therefore, that these coins 
were s p e c i f i c a l l y related to the dangerous situation and 
were i n a sense a quasi war time issue of a r t i f i c i a l 
value which would be made good i n the event of success. 
This i s rather impractical, perhaps, as i t would have 
been d i f f i c u l t , though not impossible, to effect with 
so many antoniniani i n cir c u l a t i o n . Also Allectus' r e a l 
wealth would not have increased had he been successful, 
only h i s security. Whatever their value i n relation to 
the antoniniani these new coins must have been intended as 
a standard coin i n th e i r own right otherwise they would 
surely have had the laureate crown indicative of a fraction. 
Types and legends 
The coinage of Allectus does not exhibit a veiy great 
variety of types and legends but that of Carausius, even 
allowing for mistakes and misreadings which have swollen 
the numbers recorded, does display a wide range. Carausius 
shows a p a r t i c u l a r concern for the message carried by h i s 
coins which, i n turn, provides an insight into the man and 
h i s reign. The subject has received considerable attention 
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of one sort or another i n the past. Stukeley' did more 
than simply l i s t the different v a r i e t i e s but his determination 
to l i n k the coinage of the ancients to the Chritian f a i t h , 
and h i s efforts at showing on which exact day of the year 
each p a r t i c u l a r type was issued, leave l i t t l e to h i s 
credit i n the matter. I n the analysis of the various types 
h i s judgement was by no means always sound as i s demonstrated 
by the ORIVTIA coin which aroused so much interest but which 
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i s c l e a r l y a misread FORTVNA. Most subsequent writers 
on Roman coins have seen f i t to say something about some 
of Carausius' types, and new v a r i e t i e s have been published 
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with great frequency over the years. Webb' provides a 
quick and convenient summary of the main points and goes 
on to l i s t a l l the v a r i e t i e s known to him. His figures of 
over a thousand v a r i e t i e s for Carausius to only one 
hundred and t h i r t y two for Allectus do r e f l e c t the 
discrepancy but rather exaggerate i t as the figures for 
Carausius, i n pa r t i c u l a r are arbitrary and often swollen 
by sheer inaccuracy. I t i s not within the scope of th i s 
work to remedy t h i s save i n the case of the gold and 
s i l v e r coins. Apart from these only significant groupings 
or pa r t i c u l a r cases have been dealt with. This applies 
i n general to the p a r a l l e l s which may be drawn between the 
coinages of Carausius and Allectus and those of thei r 
predecessors. Many reverses are common to a great number 
of emperors and usurpers a l i k e ; a general pattern emerges 
from Carausius' coins which shows the influence of the 
G a l l i c Empire coins i n particular and those of Postumus 
i n p a r t i c u l a r . 
Pax types are very much the most commonly occuring reverses 
on the coinage of the B r i t i s h Usurpers although t h i s i s 
l e s s marked i n the case of Allectus. The deification of 
Pax may be linked with the general r e v i v a l of state 
r e l i g i o n under Augustus."^^ Coles^^ suggests that the 
underlying concept of the Pax Augusta, the Imperial 
version of the Pax Romana, was one of success i n war 
rather than avoidance of war. 'There was always a close 
association between Pax Augusta and victory by force of 
arms.' Carausius must have hoped that the impact of h i s 
pax propaganda would be, not that he wished to avoid war, 
but that he was strong enough to guarantee peace. The 
type i t s e l f i s not remarkable, having been used by many 
of Carausius' predecessors. What i s remarkable i s the 
extent to which i t dominates his coinage. I t was very 
c l e a r l y the primary theme of h i s propaganda to proclaim 
h i s strength was s u f f i c i e n t to guarantee the security of 
h i s subjects. 
The one s i g n i f i c a n t exception to t h i s dominance of the Pax 
reverse comes with the 'Rouen' coins. There the reverse 
types promote a rather different sort of propaganda, 
consonant with an issue of the sort t h i s has been shown to 
be. Pax would have been singularly out of place on these 
coins and i t was not used. Instead Salus, Fortuna, 
Securitas and Tutela come into their own. Here the theme 
i s that of bolstering morale i n the face of the enemy. 
75 
I t i s on these coins also that the Opes reverse occurs 
and Carausius i s confident enoxigh to use the epithet 
Inv i c t u s . 
Carausius' early coinage i s noteable for the se r i e s of 
coins honouring several different legions, a practise which 
had occured on the coinage of a few previous emperors. These 
coins were struck without mint mark, with the IIL and C 
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marks and, i n the case of one denarius, with the RSR mark. 
There are f a r fewer legionary coins with the C mark than 
with ML or no mark which presumably indicates that the 
issue stopped shortly a f t e r that mark was introduced. 
These coins seems to overlap the change from unmarked to 
marked. Webb states categorically, 'Unmarked legionary 
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coins are of London' . There i s a very marked s i m i l a r i t y 
IS-1 
between these coins which i s one of the arguments i n 
favour of the ML coins being the direct and immediate 
successors of those without mark. Webb i s surely wrong i n 
prolonging the issue of these coins down to 290. They 
are scarce and come from r e l a t i v e l y few dies and are 
unlikely to have persisted so long. 
Carausius names nine legions i n a l l on his coins although 
t h i s i s done with more than nine v a r i e t i e s of reverse 
legend or type. I t i s clear that while some of the 
legions named were based i n areas which were i n 
Carausius' control, the majority were not. 7/ebb's 
comment^8 on t h i s i s that these coins were intended to 
make an impression not only on those legions stationed 
within h i s sphere of influence, but also those, 'which 
were b i l l e t e d i n such parts of Europe as he might well 
hope to bring under h i s rule i f he obtained a strong 
foothold on the continent.' 
This cannot be the case. These coins are not found outside 
B r i t a i n and would have been valueless for the purpose Webb 
suggests f o r them. What they must indicate are the 
various legions from which Carausius drew detachments to 
make up the force he used i n i t i a l l y against the pirates. 
The normal pattern by the l a t t e r part of the third 
century for raising troops to meet special emergencies 
was to take pairs of detachments; one from each of the 
legions i n a two legion province, and one from each 
legion i n adjacent one legion provinces. This i s amply 
borne out by the table below. 
NO. NAME STATION BADGE BADGE UNDER GALLIENVS 
n AVffVSTA BRITAIN) CAPRICORN -
VALERIA 
VICTRIX 
) 
BRITAIN) BOAR CAPRICORN 
I MIHERVU L.RHINE) RAM IiONERVA 
m VLPIA 
VICTRIX 
) 
L.RHINE) NEPTUNE NEPTUNE or CAPRICORN 
vm AVGVSTA U.RHINE) BULL BULL 
m i PRDJIGENIA U.RHINE) CAPRICORN CAPRICORN 
"H PARTHICA U. MOESIA) CENTAUR CENTAUR 
PUVIA U. MOESIA j LION LION 
vn CUVDIA GAVL BULL BULL or LION 
These detachments were almost certainly of one thousand 
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men each under the command of a single praepositus, and 
the combined force would reasonably be described as a 
'legio' i n the loose comenclature of the period and i s 
presumably what i s referred to as such by the sources. 
This, i n turn obviates the necessity to explain the 
conduct of the sixth legion. This was the other legion 
stationed i n B r i t a i n a t this time but no reference i s made 
to i t on these coins despite the fact that Carausius c l e a r l y 
held sway over the t e r r i t o r y i n which i t was stationed. I t 
has been th o u ^ t , as a consequence of t h i s , that t h i s legion 
must have been i n i t i a l l y hostile to Carausius; an idea 
encouraged by the mediaeval accounts of the trouble he i s 
supposed to have encountered near York perhaps. One author 
isri 
has gone so f a r as to suggest i t was not mentioned 
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because i t formed Carausius' Praetorian guard? Carausius 
did s t r i k e a very few coins mentioning a praetorian cohort 
but there i s no evidence to suggest t h i s was provided by 
men from the s i x t h legion. The explanation must surely be 
similar to that for the absence of any mention of Leg. X 
Gemin-a from the legionary coins of Severus. I n that case 
Severus l e f t that legion intact i n h i s own province vhile 
taking a pair of detachments from the other two. I n 
Carausius' case he never had a detachment from what 
remained i n B r i t a i n of the sixth legion i n the f i r s t 
place, h i s B r i t i s h quota being a pair from the other two 
legions. 
D i s t i n c t i v e badges appear on the legionary coins of the 
th i r d century, a f t e r the uniform type of legionary 
standards on those of Severus and e a r l i e r . These badges 
often d i f f e r from those known for each legion from other 
sources. The changes, such as may be seen on some of the 
Carausian coins appear to indicate an interim stage i n 
m i l i t a r y development before the situation given i n the 
Wotitia was reached. There, units which patently derive 
from f r o n t i e r legions but which were then part of the 
f i e l d army, have quite different badges from those of the 
81 
or i g i n a l parent legion. 
The legionary issue was a mark of recognition by Carausius, 
early i n h i s reign, of the troops which had backed h i s 
usurpation. I t was not repeated l a t e r i n the reign nor by 
any subsequent r u l e r . The only exception to this seems to 
be the antoninianus of Allectus, RIC 24, which mentions 
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a second legion. This i s one of the comparatively few 
irre g u l a r pieces produced during Allectus' reign. The 
legion on i t i s not s p e c i f i c a l l y named nor i s the badge, 
a l i o n , that of any second legion or subdivision of one. 
The coin i s of d i s t i n c t l y unusual sty l e though by no 
means barbarous. I t s i r r e g u l a r i t y i s confirmed, however 
by the fact that i t shares i t s obverse die with an 
antoninianus that has a much more obviously irregular 
reverse. Both coins appear to be unique so that i f they 
represent the survival from some centre, of irregular coin 
production, then i t was either very circumscribed i n the 
f i r s t place or else i t s products ruthlessly eliminated 
upon discovery. I t i s remarkable that they should be based 
on no known coin of Allectus and i s not even a close 
approximation to any of Carausius. I t may be reasonable 
to excuse the odd v a r i e t i e s found on early Carausian coins 
on the grounds that some o f f i c i a l tolerance prevailed but 
no one seeking to produce i l l i c i t money under Allectus, by 
whose reign there was c l e a r l y no toleration of anything 
u n o f f i c i a l , could have hoped to escape notice save by 
producing the most s l a v i s h l y accurate copies. Whatever 
exactly i t was, t h i s legionary coin of Allectus cannot be 
seen as evidence of h i s particular concern with Leg I I 
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Augusta. 
The introduction of the value marks XXI onto the reverse 
of the antoniniani i n the middle of Carausius' reign has 
already been seen to r e f l e c t his attitude towards h i s 
continental colleagues. Subsequent coins consistently 
promote the image of a fraternal unity which was supposed 
to have existed "between these three. This occured i n 
three primary ways of which one i s a particularly striking 
example of Carausius' originality. This is the small 
issue of antoniniani struck with the obverse legend of 
CAMVSIVS ET PRATRES SVI and bearing the conjoined busts 
of Carausius, Maximian and Diocletian. He also struck 
coins bearing the t i t l e s and portrait of each of these 
fellow emperors, as they themselves did for each other; 
and he issued coins bearing his own obverses but with a 
t r i p l e G termination to the reverse legend to emphasise 
84 
the plurality of Augusti 
These coins do not have particularly distinctive types 
with the t r i p l e G their only real distinguishing feature. 
Pax i s s t i l l much the commonest reverse, though less 
ovemrhelmingly so than with the earlier coins. These 
coins do not survive i n very great numbers and were clearly 
issued for only a short time. They were introduced after 
the ^y^j rwaxk. as this i s found with single G terminations; 
and they did not persist to the end of the reign but were 
s/p 
superceded by the j g j - mark when a l l pretence of 
fraternity was given up i n the f i n a l phase of Carausius' 
reign. The obverses are more interesting i n that they show 
the considerable care taken by Carausius to ensure a 
good standard of portraiture for the coins depicting 
Iilaximian and Diocletian. I t is these coins which occur 
i n the 'legitimist' hoards which otherwise exclude 
usurpers coins. 
The coins depicting the conjoined busts of the three 
'fratres' are very.few i n number and they a l l bear the 
mark. Pflaum says of them^^, 'On peut predire 
sans crainte de se tromper que cette serie, quelle que 
rare qu'elle f u t , se composer d'un nombre de frappes 
plus considerable,...' and, ' I I est egalement vraisemblable 
que I'on a frappe des aurei avec le droit aux bustes 
accoles des troia empereurs, bien qu'aucun exemplaire ne 
nous soit encore parvenu'. There i s no evidence to suggest 
that the original issue was very large, and some, such as 
the low number of surviving specimens and the use of only 
a single mint mark, that i t was not. The possibility of 
a gold issue is pure conjecture. They were very 
distinctive and may well have been a special limited issue 
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for selected recipients. Pflaum comments , 'Elle 
ne comprend actuellement que des antoniniani. Parmi 
ceux-ci meritent une place a part les trois frappes avec 
la legende CAEAVSIVS ET FEATRES SVI.' The standard of the 
portraiture on these coins is particularly high and i t 
does great credit to the engraver to have produced a die 
of this size with three distinctly recognisable busts. 
The obvious explanation for the issue of coins of this 
sort i s the so called peace treaty of 289 and this is 
v i r t u a l l y taken for granted by Webb.^ *^  Pflaum does not 
take such a peace treaty for granted but writes at the 
beginning of his article that, 'Carausius chargea tous 
ces ateliers monetaires de proclamer 'urbi et orbi' son 
entree dans le college imperial en frappant des pieces 
d'or et des antoniniani en son nom propre aussi bien 
qu'en celui de ses deux freres ' The issue was 
probably never as great as Pflaum imagines and the 
number of die variations may be in part explained by' 
the desire to strike fewer coins from more dies to keep 
up the quality of production. 
As regards the reasons for these issues Pflaum i s right 
to draw the obvious conclusions from the appearance of 
the value mark XXI i n the exergue of Carausius' coins. He 
goes too far, however, in suggesting that, 'I'on cesse 
la frappe des • demers en argent pour la bonne raison que 
des pieces de ce genre n'avaient pas ete^ emises dans le 
rests de 1'Empire et risquaient done d'etre exportees 
et d'appauvrir le stock d'argent a la disposition de 
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Carausius' This assumes that Carausius expected some 
sort of free interchange of coinages otherwise such a 
drainage of his silver could not have occured. This clearly 
never took place and i t cannot have been Carausius' 
expectation that i t would. The propaganda of these coins 
was directed at those within his dominions, not without; 
and they are conspicuous by their almost complete absence 
from continental finds. 
Pflaum gives a well reasoned account of the evidence for 
a peace treaty made between Carausius and the other 
emperors without assuming i t as a fact. In revising 
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Seston's interpretation of Aurelius Victor he says, 
'Nous penserions plutot que 'remissum insulae imperium' 
pourrait etre rendre par : ^ le pouvoir imperial sur 
I'^le a ete abandonne'' a Carausius ^  ce qui caracterise 
bien le necessite' pour les empereurs de trouver un 
'modus Vivendi' avec leur adversaire.' Carson calls 
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the 'Pratre? Sui' coin from Springhead an extra piece 
of evidence for the view that, i n the face of a hostile 
build up i n 292, Carausius, 'was anxious for a detente 
with Diocletian and Maximian'. This too seems to f a l l 
down because these coins could have had no impact on 
Diocletian and Maximian, or their subjects, i f they 
never circulated beyond Carausius' own territory. More 
significant, however, than the absence of these coins 
from continental finds i s the complete lack of 
reciprocation on the part of Diocletian or Maximian. 
These emperors honour each other i n their respective 
sections of the empire but issued no coin which made any 
mention of the existence of a third Augustus i n Carausius. 
The purpose of Carausius' propaganda must have been to 
bolster confidence at home by asserting as fact what he 
may or may not have been seeking s t i l l to achieve by 
diplomatic means. His last issue shows that he had to 
admit this was a failure, presumably when Constantius was 
elevated to the rank of Caesar and moved against Boulogne, 
and he could maintain the deception of a detente no longer. 
This propaganda may have rebounded back on Carausius and 
caused some unpopularity which made Allectus usurpation 
easier; or that may simply have been a direct consequence 
of his ultimate i n a b i l i t y to resist Constantius i n Gaul.. 
Allectus certainly never used any such propaganda on 
his coins. 
The variety of the reverses on Allectus' coinage i s much 
more limited than on that of his predecessor. There i s 
only one group which stands out as distinct from the 
rest and that i s the 'quinarii' with their galley reverses. 
There were many precedents for naval types and these 
occured on coins of Carausius i n each metal. Ca/son^ -^  
provides an account of the general development of the 
ship i n Roman times and mentions i t s depiction on coins. 
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Of the f i r s t three centuries of the Roman Empire he says,"^  
the coins, now picturing units of the Roman Imperial Navy, 
continue to show in the great majority of cases single-
banked galleys ....Unquestionably numbers of single-
banked auxiliary craft of various kinds were attached 
to the naval bases and fleet but there i s no reason 
whatever why any of these should be granted the 
distinction of being commemorated on a coin....' The 
point he seeks to make is that these depictions are merely 
representative. Carausius took into his charge a section 
of the roman fleet and so this is applicable to him also. 
Dove, however, writing specifically about this particular 
f l e e t ^ , argues that, 'in the VIRTVS ship of Allectus we 
have that rare thing i n Roman coinage; a vessel 
rea l i s t i c a l l y portrayed.' He is obliged to exclude the 
ships depicted on Carausius' coins; 'none of the vessels 
on them i s r e a l i s t i c a l l y portrayed,' and even on the 
LAETITIA issues of Allectus, which were contemporary with 
the VIRT7S coins, 'we find only an attempt at realism'. 
Marsden i s cited^^ for the view that the difference 
between the ships on Allectus' coins and those on 
earlier ones was due to a decline in a r t i s t i c standards. 
Dove dismisses this view and maintains that there i s i n 
fact a true depiction of a contemporary vessel. I t is a 
hypothetical argument which f a i l s to destroy convincingly 
the idea that a l l these ships on coins, as well as on, for 
example, the Dido mosaic from Low Ham, represent the iype 
of a manned warship rather than f a i t h f u l l y reproduce i t s 
details. 
The LAETITIA coins are different i n style from the 
VIETVS ones. • The statistics given below from the 
Richborough site finds illustrate this point. The ships 
on the latt e r group of coins are of a long variety, unlike 
the short and 'dumpy' ships on the former. Eight 
significantly different prow forms and a corresponding 
number of stem forms were noted for the VIRT7S coins. 
The table indicates the consistency of ship size, mast-
head type and direction of motion. The LAETITIA coins 
are generally scarcer and this was borne out by the 
Richborough coins. Their distinctive ships resemble 
rather some of those on Carausian denarii than anything 
on other 'quinarii'. Only three prow and stem types were 
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noted for this, clearly much smaller issue. 
^ VIRTVS AVG 
LENGTH 
11 mm 
8.3 mni 
15.5 urn 
14.00 mm 
9.5 mm 
15.5 mm 
12.5 mm 
12.5 Eom 
12.0 mm 
15.5 mm 
12.3 mm 
15.0 mm 
12.5 mm 
12.5 mm 
14.0 mm 
14.0 mm 
14.0 mm 
DIRECTION RIG 
<— 
£C. VIRTVS AVG 
/ ^ A A A A A A /N 
/ K A 
LENGTH 
13.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
13.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
13.5 nmi 
12.5 mm 
12.5 mm 
13.5 nun 
13.5 mm 
15.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
12.3 mm 
14.0 ma 
11.5 mm 
13.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
DIRECTION RIG 
A 
A 
A. 
I ? 
LENGTH 
11.0 mm 
11.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
11.5 mm 
12.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
DIRECTION RIG LENGTH DIRECTION RIG 
11.0 mm 
11.5 mm A 
/ | \ 11.5 mm 
12.0 mm 
11.0 mm A 
12.5 mm 
A A A A 
I ? 
LENSTH DIRECTION RIG LENGTH DIRECTION RIG 
12.0 mm ^ 
11.5 mm ^ 
11.0 mm ^ 
12.0 mm ^ 
12.0 mm 
12.0 mm 
/ | \ 15.5 mm 
13.0 mm 
A -
~ LAETITIA AYG 
T,TTOflTOf DIRECTION RIG LENGTH DIRECTION RIG 
9.5 mm 
9.0 mm 
9.0 mm 
10.0.mm 
9.0 mm 
/ |V 9.0 mm 
/ |V 10.0 ram 
^ 9.0 mm 
-> / | V mm 
^ / I V 
^ / I V 
^ / N 
There seems no compelling case for seeing any of these 
ship types as more than generally representational. The 
simple message of assertion of naval strength was 
expressed perfectly clearly by these unelaborate 'qiiinarii' 
Even the unique coin of Carausius from Kenchester which 
depicts an unusually ornate ship need be no more than 
symbolic i n showing that this was a special vessel rather 
by a r t i s t i c embellishment than particular accuracy of 
detail. Sutherland^^ suggests that the unusual form of 
the legend PACATRIX AV i s because i t refers to the name 
of the ship depicted which would be the emperors' flagship. 
Such a name would have been eminently suited for any 
flagship of Carausius. There are, i n the exergue of 
this coin, the letters C A N C which do not appear to be 
a mint signature and therefore presumably complement the 
reverse legend i n some way. No convincing explanation has 
yet been forthcoming. 
As well as these various groups there are several reverse 
types which merit comment i n their own right. The most 
original of these i s the EXEECTATE VENI on some of the 
silver and bronze. This legend i s found nowhere else 
on coins yet i s immediately suggestive of the Aeneid of 
Vergil with i t s 'Quibus Hector ab oris/Exspectate Venis?'^^ 
This apparent lite r a r y touch seems surprising i n the 
coinage of a usvirper on the fringe of the empire, whose 
background was ostensibly a purely military one. A 
closer examination of that section of the Aeneid from 
which this is supposedly derived, however, shows that i t 
i s xinlikely that any direct derivation took place. Hector 
is 'maestissimus' and bears a l l the marks of his suffering 
at the hands of Achilles. He i s the bearer of grievous 
news, 'Heu fuge hostis habet muros'. Carausius' 
self-assertive propaganda seems in quite a different 
s p i r i t . I t i s associated i n particular with his arrival 
which prompts the more conventional ADVENTVS type. In 
Latin literature, however, adventus and expectatus are 
often associated together i n the same passage. While i t 
i s clear from mosaics and wall paintings that the Aeneid 
was not unknown i n Britain this Carausian legend seems 
less of a direct quotation and more of an original 
expansion of the adventus theme i n general. 
Individual rarities among the reverses have.been 
commented on i n many journals, usually at the time of 
their discovery?^ Some of the not so rare ones have 
engendered unwarrented hypotheses. The VICT GERM 
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reverse may indicate some sort of a German victory but 
his GERMANICVS MAX V cannot mean that he celebrated five 
of them. In this, as well as several other similar 
cases, the answer is that these reverses are modelled 
directly on those of predecessors. Occasionally 
Carausian originality i s evident as with the GENIO 
BRITANN.coin from Crondall or the EXPECTATE VENI coins, 
but many of the legends simply reflect the range of 
models on which Carausius based his coinage. While 
using a variety of other models for some of his coins, 
he seems clearly to have been most influenced by those of 
Postumus.^ *^ ^ In some cases, such as the rare HERC 
DEVSENIENSI or the COS 111 reverses, i t may simply be 
early Carausian coins modelled on what was i n 
circulation. I t i s clear, however, that a more conscious 
effort was made to use Postumus' as a model. The 
RESTITVTOR BRITAN coin i s an example of a Gallic 
precedent given local relevance, and i t prompted, on 
publication, the comment, ' I t i s very li k e l y that 
Carausius took this type from the Restitutor Galliarum 
coins of Postumus rather than directly from older issues, 
just as he included other types of that emperor in his 
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own coinage.' I t i s especially clear that he modelled 
some of his obverses on those of Postumus. Hobbler 
describes the threequarter frontal portrait found on a 
few of Carausius' coins as the f i r s t attempt at such 
portraiture on Roman coins but he was wrong for Postumus 
IL5 
had done so some years earlier. Even the helmeted busts 
of Carausius seem rather to derive from similar busts on 
Fostumus sestertii than from those on the antoniniani of 
Probus, as is usually suggested.^^^ The Gallic Empire 
can be called a failure so why should Carausius have 
identified with i t at all? In identifying with Postumus 
he would be linking himself to i t s strongest aspects, a 
powerful military rule, capable of withstanding external 
pressure but seeking recognition from and peace with the 
central empire. Presumably Carausius was claiming that he 
would do as Fostumus did but achieve a more lasting result. 
The unique coin from the Blackmoor hoard with the 
A. 
conjoined busts of Victoripus and Carausius suggests 
this identification may not have been limited to Postumus 
only. 
Very l i t t l e has been said of Allectus' types apart from 
those on the 'quinarii'. This i s because they are largely 
unexceptional; There is some hangover from the overtly 
martial types of Carausius in the VIRTVS ALLECTI 
obverses, but these are even rarer than their Carausian 
predecessors. The general quality of production reached 
i t s highest standard under Allectus but the value of the 
coins as propaganda does not seem to have been exploited 
much at a l l . There are very rare Adventus types which 
may relate to the usurpation but this event was the cause 
of no obvious change i n the reverses of the coins although, 
of course, the v i t a l presentation of the new rulers bust 
and t i t l e came with the new obverses. Perhaps Allectus 
wanted a smooth rather than spectacular coup. L i t t l e 
seems to have happened i n Allectus' short reign save 
the build up for the inevitable clash so i t i s , perhaps, 
not surprising that the only real originality in the 
coinage comes at the end of the reign i n the face of 
economic and military pressures. 
Certain reverses occur i n conjunction with some mint 
marks but not others. Save for the 'Rouen' coins, 
however, as has already been seen, no clear pattern 
emerges to suggest any divergent mint practise. 
Reverses changed as the reigns progressed so.that certain 
ones were never found with certain marks, or vice versa, 
but this appears significant only on a chronological 
basis. In general terms, the evidence of the types on 
the coinage of Carausius and Allectus, while in no way 
proving the point, does not militate against the case 
for one large subdivided mint at London. I t might have 
been expected that had the coins been produced at 
completely separate mints then more obvious differences 
of emphasis i n reverse types would be apparent. 
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73) On t h i s and other such deities cf. A x t e l l , H. "The 
Deification of Abstract Ideas Chicago, 1907, and Horace, 
Carm Saec 1.57 f f • 
^iam Fides, et Pax, et Honos, Pudorque priscus, et 
neglecta redire v i r t u s audet.' 
74) Coles, A.V. Peace Burning Arms ; A Study i n Renaissance 
Imagery, Diss, University of California, Santa Barbara, 
1972. cf. esp. pp.8-13 (This quotation from p.12) 
75) cf.my The Opes Legend on the Coins of Carausius, Rev, 
Num'. 6® ser.voi. XV, 1973, pp .l66-l68. 
76) No gold coin of t h i s type appears to exist. R.I.C.533 
may only be traced as f a r as Cohen who cites an unnamed 
'Ancien Catalogue'. 
77) R.I.C. v2, p 468, n.2. 
78) R.I.C. V2, p.440. N.B. on p-383, i n discussing the 
legionary issues of Victorinus, he dwells more f u l l y 
on the alternative interpretations. 
79) Dessau 2726 f o r the size of these detachments. 
80) J a r r e t t , M.G., A Camb. CXVII;. p.88 
81) I am indebted to Dr J.C.Mann f o r discussion on t h i s point, 
cf.R.I.C. V^, pp.384-5 f o r V/ebb's comments, c i t i n g Oman 
and Blanchet. 
82) cf. my The Legionary Antoninianus of Allectus, Britannia 
IV 1973, pp.224-6, f o r f u l l e r discussion with references. 
83) cf-OmanC. The Legionary Coins of Victorinus, Carausius 
and Allectus. N.C. 5th ser.voi•IV, I924, pp.53-68; 
Mattingly, H The Legionary Coins of Victorinus T.I.N.C. 
2 
London, 1937, pp.214-218. and the sections of R.I.C. V on 
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I n the l i g h t of t h i s recent documentation, however, i t 
has not been thought worthwhile to provide here what 
would be v i r t u a l l y a duplicate. 
85) op.cit, p.65 
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92) op.cit. p.155, where he goes on to give examples. 
I t ? 
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97) Aen. I I 11. 282-3 cf. also Aen Y m 36-4I for exspectate. 
I no longer f e e l able to agree with the conclusions I 
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vol.X 1854-5 P.2U8. 
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pp.90 f f . 
101) cf the parallels pointed out by I.M.Barton i n a lecture 
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and summarised i n P.C.A. v o l . L l l , 1955» pp.17-18. 
102) Wade W.V. N^ C. 6th ser.voi. X I I I . 1953, P.131-
103) Hobbler, F, Records of Roman History as Exhibited on 
Roman Coins, Westminster, I86O, p,807. 
104) e.g. N.C. 2 ser.voi. I I , 1862, p. 39. 
105) cf. also Fantechi, E, Iconografia Monetale d i Carausio 
e A l l e t t o (286-297). R.I.N. I96O, pp. 134-45- and the 
section of Carausius i n Grant, M, Roman Anniversary 
Issues, Cambridge, 1950, which seems to carry the whole 
business of anniversaries much too f a r . 
Conclusion 
I t has been possible to draw conclusions or off e r suggestions 
about many points of d e t a i l . These are contained i n the 
general body of the thesis and the reader i s referred to the 
relevant section f o r each specific topic. There remain the 
broader issues of which a concluding summary i s necessary. 
I t i s very largely the l i t e r a r y evidence which provides the 
basic chronological framework of the period. This i s a 
l i m i t e d body of evidence and some of the dates have not been 
established with certainty, but a convincing picture does emerge. 
The short period of Allectus' usurpation presents fewest 
problems. This i s uniformly said to have been a triennium 
which ended i n 296. As we are t o l d the duration of the whole 
episode of Carausius and Allectus i t ought to be a simple 
matter of counting back from that date to establish the date of 
the i n i t i a l usurpation. I t could have been either 286 or 287 
on t h i s basis. Eutropius says the episode terminated, 'decimo 
anno', but Orosius i s s l i g h t l y d i f f e r e n t with, 'post decern 
annos,' There i s the further s l i g h t confusion over the exact 
duration of Carausius' individual reign. Eutropius and Orosius 
are more or less i n agreement with, 'post septennium,' and 
•per septem annos', respectively, but Aurelius Victor has, 
'sexennio '. Scholars have mistakenly given other dates f o r 
Carausius' usurpation (such as Banduri who gives 288 but forbears 
to go as fa r as Stukeley who pins i t down to September the 
seventh of that year!) but on the evidence i t must have been 
either 286 or 287. Jerome confirms this by dating i t to the 
t h i r d year of Diocletian's reign, but as he came to power late 
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i n 284 his t h i r d year embraced the l a t e r h a l f of 286 and the 
e a r l i e r half of 287. 
The other date which has been i n some dispute i s that of the f i r s t 
panegyric to Maximian and, consequently, of the punitive 
expedition to which i t refers. The second panegyric, dateable 
to March 291, provides a terminus ante quem as this refers back 
to the expedition. Galletier has argued very convincingly i n 
the introduction to his edition of the panegyrics f o r assigning 
the expedition to 289. This I accept and refer the reader to 
his succinct discussion of the reasons. 
Constantius was given increasing powers and responsibilities 
and was clearly being groomed f o r formal elevation a good deal 
e a r l i e r than 293. Presumably i n order to deceive Carausius 
with false aspirations Constantius was not actually created 
Caesar u n t i l everything was ready f o r an immediate move against 
the usurper. Boulogne v/as not captured nor Carausius swept from 
his continental foothold overnight. The inaptl y named 'Rouen' 
coins bear witness to the rearguard action alluded to i n the 
panegyric to Constantius. As Constantius was created Caesar i n 
March 293 i t i s very d i f f i c u l t to imagine the subsequent events" 
up to and including Caxausius' eventual removal and replacement 
by Allectus not l a s t i n g u n t i l quite late i n 293. I f t h i s did 
carry on through the summer and was only resolved i n the l a t e r 
h a l f of the year i t dates the usurpation to early 287 makes 
the confusion between a septennium and a sexennium more compreh-
ensible. This date stands up very well in. r e l a t i o n to that of 
the punitive expedition of 289 or the length of time Carausius 
could have acted i n an independent, provocative manner i n his 
$77 
channel command before bringing about the c r i s i s which led to 
the actual usurpation. Maximian was created Augustus early 
i n 286 f o r his success i n the wars i n Gaul. Carausius 
dissati s f a c t i o n at t h i s was presumably the primary reason why 
he proceeded to act i n his own interests. A usurpation i n 
286 leaves l i t t l e time f o r him to have done su f f i c i e n t to 
incur imperial displeasure, f o r t h i s to have come to Maximian's' 
notice and f o r him to have acted on i t . A usurpation i n 287 
allows of a l l of these things and makes the time lag between 
the act of usurpation and the punitive expedition more credible. 
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As with a l l usurpers Carausius deemed the production of a 
coinage with which to pay his supporters and promote his 
image, of paramount importance. He came to an island which 
was inadequately supplied with money and where the standard 
of such coinage as there was i n general circ u l a t i o n was low. 
Th'^ s his ea r l i e s t issues may be seen as a compromise to meet 
the requirements of the si t u a t i o n . The prime factor was 
quantity and so the standard suffered as a consequence. The 
extensive copying which took place was inevitable i n a society 
i n t o which new money was being introduced i n qviantity f o r the 
f i r s t time i n some years, and which had come to depend on 
l o c a l l y produced copies but from i n f e r i o r models. Within a 
very few years the coinage had been stabi l i s e d , copying reduced 
to an absolute minimum and a v i r t u a l t r a n s i t i o n had been made 
from the degeneracy of a poor quality coinage, to something 
every b i t as good i n size, execution and o r i g i n a l i t y as i t s 
continental counterparts. This maintained throughout the rest 
of Carausius reign and a l l through that of Allectus. 
Carausius and Allectus clearly controlled a l l of B r i t a i n up to 
the northern f r o n t i e r . The Carausius milestone and the way i t 
was upturned are enough to show t h i s . The coin d i s t r i b u t i o n 
i s indicative of a f r o n t i e r area i n a very run down condition 
by the beginning of Carausius' reign. He clearly saw no need 
to deploy there any of the troops he had brought over to B r i t a i n 
with him. This furthers the impression that B r i t a i n had been 
progressively drained of many of i t s troops throughout the t h i r d 
century because her f r o n t i e r was comparatively peaceful a f t e r 
the Caracallan settlement and men were needed more urgently 
l&o 
elsewhere. There cannot, therefore, have been any significant 
garrisons f o r Allectus to withdraw i n order to bolster his 
defences against Constantius i n 296, so i t i s certainly an 
incorrect oversimplification to envisage a large scale Allectan 
withdrawal from a heavily manned f r o n t i e r with a major invasion 
from the north as the immediate and direct consequence. I t i s 
also incorrect to a t t r i b u t e any more than a limited sphere of 
influence i n Gaul to Carausius. The notion of anything more 
than a very circumscribed g r i p on the t e r r i t o r y round 
Boulogne, probably f o r no more than half the reign, collapses 
i n the face of a mass of negative evidence. The a t t r i b u t i o n 
of the unmarked coins to a Boulogne mint operating i n the 
f i r s t h a l f of the reign must be wrong. Apart from the 
d i s t r i b u t i o n of such coins i n B r i t a i n f a i l i n g to support t h i s , 
there has yet to be found, to the best of my knov/ledge, a 
single specimen from across the channel. The few coins that 
have been found over there, individually or i n hoards, have a l l 
had marks on them which are concomitant with the reoccupation 
of a small t e r r i t o r y around Boulogne afer the destruction of 
Maximian's f l e e t i n 289, u n t i l the siege and capitulation i n 
293. The exception i s the Rouen hoard. No conclusion can be 
drawn about these with certainty because of the confusion and 
uncertainty which surrounds the discovery of the hoard. The 
whole issue of antoniniani and aurei, however, i s most strongly 
suggestive of the emergency production of Boulogne i n 293, 
most of which was surrendered and re-used at the f a l l of the 
c i t y , save those pieces which found t h e i r way to B r i t a i n and the 
one large cache which was not retrieved u n t i l the l a s t century. 
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These 'Rouen' coins could be re-named Boulogne coins with some 
confidence and j u s t i f i c a t i o n . 
The episode of Carausius and Allectua i n a sense gave B r i t a i n 
something of a renewed importance. I t i s no mere coincidence 
that t r a d i t i o n , as documented by the mediaeval accounts, 
recorded the events of t h i s period i n direct succession to 
those of the Severan period. That had been the las t time that 
B r i t a i n had been the scene of major a c t i v i t y , a focal point of 
imperial attention; the intervening decades could be omitted 
without loss. Carausius could not be ignored and his 
successful usurpation was an affront to the control of Llaximian 
over the Western Empire. Carausius was not so foolish as to 
imagine either that he would be l e f t alone or that he could 
i n d e f i n i t e l y defy Maximian by force. How f a r his policy of 
fr a t e r n i s a t i o n as indicated by the coins was a real attempt to 
gain some formal recognition from Maximian and Diocletian as 
opposed to a piece of purely domestic propaganda i s not certain. 
He must surely have wanted such recognition as a lack of 
recognition i n 286 seems to have been a primary reason f o r his 
usurpation. He was able to engineer himself into as strong a 
position as possible from which to press such a claim but v;as 
simply not strong enough to force Diocletian to depart from a 
tetrarchic system. For him to have made Carausius even the 
Caesar i n the 7/est instead of Constantius would have created 
too dangerous a precedent, and driven Constantius or others 
l i k e him to do as Carausius himself had done some years e a r l i e r . 
Carausius' policy rebounded against him and led to his downfall. 
His successor has been the but of much v i l i f i c a t i o n over the 
1&2 
centuries but t h i s seems largely the result of romantic 
imaginations supplying details f o r which there i s no evidence. 
Whatever exactly Allectus was l i k e he was able to hold B r i t a i n 
f o r three years and mount a resistance i n 296. 
This ' F i r s t B r i t i s h Empire' had lasted f o r ten years. Iilaximian 
and Diocletian faced problems on other fronts but they were 
strong and able rulers and the situation was diff e r e n t from that 
which obtained when the Gallic Empire was able to survive f o r 
so long. B r i t a i n was inevitably recovered, but not without a 
great deal of time and e f f o r t having been devoted to the problme. 
As a consequence much attention was devoted to the consolidation 
of the recovered provinces. London remained a mint c i t y and 
considerable restoration and re-organisation took place 
throughout. B r i t a i n became i n a sense the basis of 
Constantine's eventual r i s e to power. She was to go i n t o a 
decline again but the episode of Carausius and Allectus heralded 
a d i s t i n c t r e v i val i n her fortunes. 
U1 
Appendix 
Metallurgy 
Metallurgy has recently played an increasingly large part i n 
the study of ancient and other coins as i s witnessed by the 
recent symposium held i n London.^ I t i s , however, a costly 
process and one which comparatively few numismatists can take 
upon themselves. One i s v i r t u a l l y obliged to rely on the work 
of the specialist and I have been unable to discover any 
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series of analyses of coins of Carausius or Allectus. I t 
i s dangerous to draw any profound conclusions from isolated 
analyses but, i n the complete absence of anything else, i t has 
seemed worthwhile recording i n t h i s appendix the results of work 
I have been able to get done by those competent to do so. 
For the f i r s t set of figures I am indebted to Mr David Sellwood 
who undertook a chemical analysis of an Tjnmarked antoninianus 
of Carausius and an antoninianus of Diocletian from Lugdunum. 
These were coins from my own collection. The following results 
were obtained;-
Diocletiaji ant. Lugdunum 'fo 
Cu 94.7 
Pb 1.3 
Zn 0.1 
Sn 4.0 
Traces of K, Na, S i , Ca. 
1 Carausius ant. 
Cu 88.2 
Pb 6.7' 
Zn 0.22 
Sn 5.8 
Traces of K, Na, Si 
Sellwood's own comment on these results was, 'The significant 
differences are i n the lead and zinc contents which seem to 
point to quite divergent mint practise.' 
The other '..information was very kindly obtained f o r me by 
Professor R D McQuillan of Biimingham University using two 
coins from the University excavation at Droitwich.^ Both 
coins were antoniniani of Carausius; one one 
Both were sectioned and examined metallographically. The 
condition of neither coin was good, which may have affected 
the examination, but certain points of s i m i l a r i t y were observed. 
Both coins show an annealed grain structure with no texture 
and hence both have been annealed at red heat af t e r blank 
production. The amount of twinning i n the grains confirms 
that the blanks were forged hot as i s to be expected considering 
the presence of lead. I n both coins the lead i s found as 
globules i n the structure, f a i r l y evenly distributed throughout 
the material. There appeared to be a l i t t l e less lead i n the 
1 F/O 
coin than i n the r * — one. The l a t t e r had signs of s l i p 
l i n e s on the surface produced when i t was struck. These suggest 
that the s t r i k i n g was carried out when the coin was warm, at 
about 200° - 2500 C. Unfortunately i t was impossible to 
confirm that t h i s was also the case f o r the coin because 
of i t s surface condition. 
This information i s very s l i g h t but i t i s a s t a r t . I t provides 
some indication as to how these coins were made and offers 
some pointers to where they were made. The main divergence i s 
between the coin of Diocletian and those of Carausius. This 
proves nothing but i t i s consonant with the idea that the 
coins were, l i k e the ones, struck i n B r i t a i n and not 
somewhere i n Gaul. The mint practises of a Gallic mint might 
be expected to be mote closely p a r a l l e l to t h i s i n evidence 
from Lugdunum f o r Diocletian. When some 'Rouen' coins have 
been analysed a new dimension w i l l be added to this study 
although they are such an exceptional nature that no result 
could be predicted confidently. Many more analyses are needed 
to establish a basic pattern of mint behaviour. I t i s to be 
hoped that those being undertaken by Cope w i l l become available 
to the numismatic world eventually. Perhaps they w i l l c l a r i f y 
his comments^ concerning the lead content of these coins which 
do not seem to have been borne out by my few results. 
Notes to Appendices 
A Metallurgy 
1) The results of t h i s have been published as R.N.S. Special 
Publication No.8, Hall E.G. and Metcalf D.M. eds. Methods 
of Chemical and Metallurgical Investigation of Ancient 
Coinage. 
2) L.H Cope ( i n l i t . ) claims to have made a series of analyses 
of t h i s sort but chose to withhold details f o r use i n a 
forthcoming work of his own. 
3) by kind permission of the Department of Ancient History 
and Archaeology. 
4) Cope, L.H. The Alloys of the Large Tetrarchic Folles. 
N.C. 6th ser.vol. XXVIII. 1968, pp.136 f f : 'Londinium, 
having minted good quality low-tin and almost lead-free 
antoniniahus alloys under Carausius appears to have 
adopted the practices of Gallic mints by 300 - perhaps 
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The Plates 
Plate One 
Carausius' Gold 
a = denarius r ~ No. 1 
ML 
c = Group Two. No.l 
e = " " No. 3 
g = " No. 2 
i = " " No, 4 
j = For Maximian No. 2 
b = Group One No.4 
d = " " No.2 
f = " " No.l 
h = " " No. 3 
k-= For Maximian No.l 
b = No.8 
d = No,7 
f = 
h = 
Plate Two 
Carausius' Gold (Group Three) 
a = No. 9 
c = No,7 
e = No.7 
g = No. 6 
i = No. 5 
k = No.3 
m = No. 1 
NB. a confusion arose at the photographers resulting i n 
duplication but as a l l but one coin in this group is illustrated 
the plafee has been included regardless. 
No. 7 
No. 3 
j = No.4 
1 = No.4 
Plate Three 
Allectus' Gold 
a = No. 5 
b = No. 19 
c = No.2 
d = No.12 
e = No.11 
f = No. 3 
Plate Four 
Allectus' Gold 
a = N0 .7 b = No. 10 
c = N0.I4 d = No .15 
e = N0 .8 f = No.17 
g = N0.4 h=No.l 
Plate Five 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No.l b = No -2 
c = No.3 d = No. 4 
e = No.5 f = No. 6 
g = N0.7 h = N0 .8 
i = No.8a 0 = No.9 
k = No.lO 1 = No .11 
Plate Six 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No ,12 b = No.13 
c = N0 . I 4 d = No. 15 
e = No.16 f = No.17 
g = N0 . .I8 h = No.19 
i = N0.2O j = No. 21 
k = No.22 1 = No. 23 
Plate Seven 
Carausius Silver RSR 
a = No .24 b = Noi 25 
Caxausius Silver RSR (continued) 
c = No.26 d = No.27 
e = No^ 28 f = No.29 
g = No. 30 h = No. 31 
i = No, 32 j = No. 33 
k = No.34 1 = No.35 
Plate Eight 
Carausitis' Silver RSR 
a = No.36 b = No.37 
c = No .38 d = No. 39 
e = No.40 f = No. 41 
g = No.42 h = No.43 
i = No,44 j = No. 45 
k = No -46 1 = No .47 
Plate Nine 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No .48 b = No- 49 
c = No. 50 d = No .51 
e = No. 52 f = No.53 
g = No.54 h = No.55 
i = No .56 j = No. 57 
k = N0.58 1 = No. 59 
Plate Ten 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No.60 b = No.61 
Carausius' Silver RSR (continued) 
c = No.62 d = No.63 
e = No .64 f = No. 65 
g = No.66 h = N0..67 
i = No-68 j = No.69 
k = No.70 1 = No. 70a 
Plate Eleven 
Carausius* Silver RSR 
a = No.71 b = Ho.72 
c = Wo.73 d = No.74 
e = iio.75 f = No.76 
g = No.77 h = No. 78 
i = No.79 j = No.80 
k = No.81 1 = No.82 
Plate Twelve 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No.83 b = No.84 
c = No ,85 d = No .66 
6 = No. 87 f = No .88 
g = N0.89 h = No.90 (obv only) 
i = No.91 j = No.92 
k = No ,93 1 = No.94 
Plate Thirteen 
Carausius' Silver RSR 
a = No 95 b = No. 96 
Carausius' Silver RSR (continued) 
c = No-97 d = No^ 98 
e = No.99 f = ^0.100 
g = No .101 h = Noa03 
i = No.102 
Plate Fourteen 
Carausius' Silver 1 
a = No.l b = No.2 
c = No.3 d = No.4 
e = No.5 f = No.6 
g = No.7 h = No.8 
i = No. 9 j = No. 10 
k = No .11 1 = No. 12 
Plate Fifteen 
Carausius' Silver 1 
a = No. 13 b = No, 14 
b = Wo. 15 d = No. 16 
e = No.17 f = No J.8 
g = No.l9 h = No.20 
i = No.21 j = Na 22 
k = Wo-23 1 = No.24 
Plate Sixteen 
Carausius' Silver 
a = No. 25 ^ = No.26 
c = Ho.27 d = No. 28 
ItOL 
Carausius' Silver —=^  (continued) 
e = N0.29 f = No,30 
g = N0.3I h = No .32 
i = No,33 J = N0.34 
k = No. 35 1 = No. 36 
Plate Seventeen 
Carausius' 'Rouen' antoniniani 
A group of seventeen antoniniani from the Br i t i sh Museum 
and the Ashmolean which a l l share the same obverse die. 
Plate Eighteen 
Carausius' 'Rouen' antoniniani 
Some typical reverses (FORTVNA, LETITIA) with a high 
incidence of die linkage. NB.the exergual letters of 23, 22 
and Ox. 10. 
Plate Nineteen 
Carausius' BRI coins 
a = N0.3 
b = No.6 
c = N0.2 
Plate Twenty 
The legionary antoninianus of Allectus. RIC 24 
Plate Twenty One 
Carausius' silver/bronze connections 
a = RSR laur. Bronze No.l 
Carausius' silver/bronze connections (continued) 
b = RSR denarius No, 55 
c = —^ denarius No .19 
d = antoninianus with same rev. die as last (Ashmolean) 
e = laureate bronze (Spink) 
f = " (found Silchester) 
Plate Twenty Two 
Carausius' silver/bronze connections 
a = RSR denarius No.95 
b = RSR laur. bronze No.2 
c = laur. bronze i l lus t ra ted by Roach Smith (Coll . Ant. 
pi.XX, no, 12) 
d = RSR denarius No.94 (obv. only) 
Plate Twenty Three 
a = Medallion of Carausius 
b = Milestone of Carausius RIB 2290-2 
c = laur. bronze from gold dies. cf.Group Three, No's..6 & 7 
d = Carausius' aureus Group One, N& 4. 
Plate Twenty Four 
(cf,. appendix) 
The structure of the antoninianixs 
ML 
Plate Twenty Five 
(cf-appendix) 
The structure of the —^ antoninianxis 
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